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Administration of Gerald R. Ford 
PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS 


Week Ending Friday, April 2, 1976 





Disaster Assistance for Michigan 


Announcement of Amendment of Disaster Declaration 
Following Tornadoes. March 26, 1976 


The President today amended his major disaster dec- 
laration of March 19, 1976, for the State of Michigan 
as a result of severe storms, icing, high winds, and flood- 
ing, beginning about March 2, to include damage caused 
by tornadoes which occurred on March 20. The Presi- 
dent’s action, taken at the request of Governor William 
G. Milliken of Michigan, will permit the use of Federal 
funds in relief and recovery efforts in designated areas of 
the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, dis- 
aster unemployment assistance payments to those who 
are temporarily unemployed as a result of the tornadoes, 
debris removal, and the repair or restoration of damaged 
or destroyed streets, roads, bridges, and public facilities 
and utilities. Low-interest-rate disaster loans will be made 
available by the Small Business Administration, and emer- 
gency loan assistance will be made available by the Farm- 
ers Home Administration. 

Federal relief activities in the areas struck by the 
March 20 tornadoes will be coordinated by the Federal 
Disaster Assistance Administration, Department of Hous- 
ing and Urban Development, under the direction of Ad- 
ministrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. Dunne will designate 
the specific areas within the State eligible for Federal assist- 
ance, based upon Federal and State damage assessments. 

Mr. Robert E. Connor, Regional Director of the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region V, 
will be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to 
work with the State in providing Federal disaster assist- 
ance under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


San Francisco, California 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival 
at San Francisco International Airport. 
March 26, 1976 


THE PresmeENT. Good morning. It is very nice to be 
in California. I have several speeches here in the San 
Francisco area, so I prefer, if you have any questions, I 
will be delighted to answer them. 

Q. Mr. President, could you foresee any circumstance 
where you would accept Ronald Reagan as a Vice-Presi- 
dential candidate with you on the ticket? 

Tue Preswent. I’ve said that we have a wealth of 
fine, fine potential candidates for Vice President, and 
certainly former Governor Reagan has the kind of qual- 
ifications that would include him in that group. 

Q. Mr. President, would you comment on reports in 
the past few days that the country is planning on some sort 
of military action or at least a blockade against Cuba in 
the event that Cuban troops take some action in Africa? 

Tue Presment. I have said on several occasions—and 
the Secretary of State has likewise indicated—that we 
strongly oppose any adventurism by Cuba beyond its own 
borders, and under the circumstances, if they did, we 
would take appropriate action. But I can go no further 
than describing that those potential actions by us are cur- 
rently under study. 

Q. How would you assess at this point the way the 
primaries have gone? It looks like about haif the Republi- 
can Party is not voting for you in almost every primary. 

Q. [Inaudible] 

Tue Presment. Well, those are allegations by any- 
body not with any factual information to back them up. 
The United States is fully prepared to deter aggression, 
to maintain the peace, and to protect our national secu- 
rity. And any allegations to the contrary are without foun- 
dation or fact. 

Tue Preswent. Well, we have won five out of six of 
the elections. In our American election system—if you 
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get one more than 50 percent, you win. And I think we 
are going to win enough to go to Kansas City, and I think 
that will be the springboard, the stepping stone, to vic- 
tory in November of 1976. 

Q. Mr. President, can you explain the change in our 
status with the North Vietnamese? 

Tue Preswent. I said in Hawaii that we should look 
to the future and not to the past. We have had a congres- 
sional committee that just recently visited North Vietnam 
on behalf of trying to get more information concerning 
the MIA’s. That congressional committee has come to the 
White House, talked with me, and urged that we under- 
take informal discussions primarily aimed at the MIA 
problem and anything that might relate to it. And that 
is the limit of the discussions so far. 

Q. Would you favor that? 

Tue Preswent. I certainly favor it, if it can have 
any impact or beneficial results involving our MIA’s. 

Q. Mr. President, how are you signaling this to the 
North Vietnamese? 

Tue Presment. Through proper channels. 

Q. Mr. President, can you conceive of any situation in 
which this country might conduct a blockade? 

THE PRESDENT. I would not want to speculate on any 
military action that we might undertake. We will take 
appropriate action. 

Q. Mr. President, as primaries go, how important is the 
California primary? 

THE PREsmENT. Every primary is important, and we 
have taken one at a time. 

Thank you very, very much. 

Reporter. Thank you, Mr. President. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:18 a.m. at the Coast Guard Air 
Station. 


San Francisco, California 


The President’s Remarks at the American Textile 
Manufacturers Institute’s National Convention. 
March 26, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, John, members and guests of 
the American Textile Manufacturers Institute: 


It is good to see you all here, and I am deeply grateful 
that you made some room in your busy schedule for my 
Opportunity to say hello to so many of you that I have 
known over the years. It is good to see old friends and to 
say hello to new ones. I could not be in—as a matter of 
fact, John, I just could not be in San Francisco for a bit 
today without stopping by for a few minutes on this occa- 
sion of your 27th annual meeting. 

It also gives me an opportunity to personally extend my 
very best wishes to Bob Jackson on his retirement as your 





executive vice president. As I said in my special message 
yesterday—I understand it was read—Bob has made a 
very great contribution to the American textile industry, 
as well as to the strength and the vitality of the American 
free enterprise system. We all wish you the very best, Bob. 

Your theme, as I understand it, at this convention is 
“Textiles are our first great industry”, and it is appropri- 
ate that you should have that title on our Bicentennial 
Year. It also reminds us, however, that today the textile 
industry is one of the largest industries in our country, 

I was interested in reading the history that when 
Samuel Slater built the country’s first spinning mill in 
1790 on the Blackstone River in Pawtucket, Rhode Is- 
land, the Nation was very, very young. In the 186 inter- 
vening years, the textile industry has played a very major 
and massive role in our Nation’s economic growth from 
the beginning to the present. 

As John was telling me, it is now the largest employer 
of labor in manufacturing, with combined textile and ap- 
parel manufacturing accounting for some 2,400,000 jobs 
out of 86,600,000 jobs, according to the last statistics by 
the Department of Labor. Fortunately your industry was 
one of the very first to come out of our recent recession, 
but because all of the trends that we see today—all are 
pluses—I think this industry, as well as the country, can 
look confidently to continued economic recovery this year. 

We have had, it seems, good economic news about 
every Friday for the last month or 5 weeks. First, we had 
a substantial drop in unemployment; a very significant 
increase in employment. And then we had good news 
when there was actually a reduction in the wholesale price 
index, and then last week we had additional very bene- 
ficial news indicating that the increase in the consumer 
price index was also very, very small. 

But, this morning, flying out, I was reading one of the 
morning newspapers from the East Coast, and I could 
not help but quote from it because I think this is the 
fundamental that will determine whether or not we have 
a continued, improving economic climate in the months 
ahead. According to the University of Michigan Survey 
Research Center, they are saying the following, “Con- 
sumer confidence improved sharply in the last three- 
month period.” 

Let me quote several of the portions from that report: 
“The recent sentiment—improvement is sufficiently large, 
and broad-based across all income groups, so that it is not 
likely to be reversed in the months ahead.” They also said. 
“This rise in consumer optimism, coupled with pent-up 
demand for various guides and services, suggests that a 
substantial increase in consumer spending is clearly in 
prospect.” They went on to say, “News in the months 
ahead, that the economic recovery is fast, could result in a 
genuine boom in consumer spending. For the first time in 
3 years, more respondents—47 percent, were expecting 
good times in the next year than those expecting bad 
times—29 percent.” 
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So, when we have the good figures on employment, on 
unemployment, wholesale price index and the consumer 
price index, plus the obvious regeneration in enthusiasm 
in the consumer sector, I think all of us can honestly look 
forward to increasing progress toward the prosperity that 
we all want so very badly. 

But let me add, if I might, I am fully aware of the 
competitive situation that is facing the textile and apparel 
industries, and I can assure you that I am determined to 
support your efforts to keep this industry or these industries 
strong and thriving. . 

As you well know, the United States imports textiles 
and apparels from about 120 countries. We have joined 
with 50 other countries in the multifiber arrangement to 
provide the ground rules to assure that worldwide trade 
can continue to grow without disruption. 

In this international framework, the United States has 
negotiated 18 agreements; 16 have been signed and 2 
more are expected to be signed very shortly. The multi- 
fiber agreement, which has been in force under GATT 
since 1974, in January, has been under review during 
the past year, within the administration at the highest 
level, to consider whether it should be extended, modified. 
or discontinued. 

Although it is by no means a perfect instrument, you 
recognize it, and so do I, that our review certainly sug- 
gests to us that MFA has functioned reasonably well. 
And I have therefore concluded that the United States 
Government should seek a renewal of the multifiber 
arrangement. And I will instruct our textile negotiators 
to pursue its renewal in the GATT textile committee. 

Some of the largest producers in the world of textiles 
are not a party to the multifiber arrangement and I am 
aware that there is considerable concern in the United 
States textile industry about rapidly rising imports from 
some of these nations. 

I can assure you that I share your desire to avoid dis- 
ruption of our domestic textile market from any source. 
The matter is presently in review at the Cabinet level, 
and I am taking a personal interest in the problem and 
following these deliberations very closely. I can assure 
you that I am genuinely committed to finding the most 
appropriate way of dealing with the problem to ensure 
that our domestic market is not seriously disrupted and 
that our objectives under the multifiber arrangement are 
met. I can assure you that they will be. 

Other steps also need to be taken to keep our textile 
industry strong and prosperous including reform of our 
regulatory system. We need to ensure that legitimate con- 
cerns over noise levels, dust and water pollution are met 
at a pace and at a level that can be sustained by the 
industry and by the economy. 

And I am also familiar with the fact that with the 
impetus that had started in some of these areas a few 
years ago, there were efforts made to go too far too fast. 
And what we are trying to do in a responsible and reason- 


able and constructive way is to swing the pendulum 
back so we can balance, I think equitably, the needs of 
the economy on the one hand and the other problems on 
the other. 

But also high on the list of needs in your industry is 
energy conservation and development and availability. 
As users of natural gas in the finishing of your fabrics, you 
know far, far better than I how important it is that we 
have an adequate supply of this vital resource. And as 
users of man-made fibers you know again far better than 
I how important it is that we have an adequate supply of 
petroleum. In order to be certain that these vital supplies 
are available for all American industry, I continue to sup- 
port vigorously, as I have from the very outset, the dereg- 
ulation of natural gas and the development of an energy 
conservation ethic. These are essential. 

These two programs are absolutely essential in achiev- 
ing energy independence for the United States, and, obvi- 
ously, I have your support. As we look at the problem of 
deregulation of natural gas, we were able to get from the 
United States Senate late in 1975 the Bentsen-Pearson bill 
which gave us an opportunity to achieve the deregulation 
of natural gas. We made a massive effort—and I believe 
that many in this audience worked with your Members 
of the House of Representatives to try and get the House 
to do the same. Probably the greatest disappointment in 
this session of the Congress has been the fact that we lost 
that vote in the House of Representatives by, I think, a 
difference of 3, something like 207 to 204. 

Unbelievable, that Members of the House of Repre- 
sentatives could not understand, could not realize that the 
only way you can stimulate more exploration for natural 
gas is to give to those who are willing to invest an op- 
portunity for a fair return on their investment. And as long 
as we keep the lid as is the case under existing law, you 
are not going to have any real exploration effort to try 
and find more of this resource in this country. 

Then the bottom line is what really bothers me. In the 
month of February of this year we imported more oil from 
foreign sources than ever in the history of the United 
States, better than 7,100,000 barrels per day. And last 
week or the week before—I am not sure which—it got up 
to 8 million-plus barrels per day. And while we are buying 
more imported oil, if the trend is like that, there is less 
and less production of crude oil and natural gas from 
domestic sources. 

So, any help you can give us in trying to get this legis- 
lation through—we have got problems—would be, I 
think, totally in the national interest. 

But let me go on to several of the other ongoing con- 
cerns that I know you have. I recognize that you are 
concerned about American technological development in 
the textile field. Too often we have become an importer 
of textile technology rather than the exporter that we once 
were as a nation. Industry must provide adequate research 
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and development funds in this area, and it should be that 
these funds are not the first to be cut during tough times. 
And having just gone through a budget preparation ex- 
perience—much like, I am sure, you do in your respective 
companies—when you are trying to hold down expendi- 
tures as we are, the temptation is to reduce research and 
development because it does not have an immediate 
impact or effect. 

And I was faced with that problem—tresearch and de- 
velopment for the Department of Defense, research and 
development for our energy program, whether it was 
solar energy or geothermal energy sources. I made a de- 
cision—and I hope that you will in your industry—that 
we have to make those long-term commitments. And so 
I increased the research and development money across 
the board for the Federal Government by 11 percent. It 
was about double the increase in the proposed spending 
for the Federal Government as a whole in the next fiscal 
year. 
If we don’t make those kinds of investments now, we 
can’t keep pace in the generations ahead with other coun- 
tries that are rapidly achieving far more than anyone 
anticipated, a research and development capability which 
obviously materializes into hardware of one kind or an- 
other. 

Of course, I think we have to recognize that as we work 
on our economy that we should expand, if we can, these 
efforts in research and development in the other areas. 
Our policies as a nation, of balanced economic growth, 
avoiding the pitfalls of inflation on the one hand and the 
boom and bust psychology on the other, I think can assure 
us that we will have the funds to invest today and more 
to invest in the future. 

Our policies of freeing the private enterprise system 
from some excessive paperwork and unneeded regulation 
can also be helpful, not only in getting your job done but 
relieving the bureaucracy in numbers and paperwork in 
Washington. 

Our policies in this Administration of providing indus- 
try with adequate incentives for capital investment can 
also ensure our continued growth and prosperity. 

I was deeply disappointed to read last night, in some 
of the news reports that I got, that the House Committee 
on Budget has rejected the proposal that I made in Janu- 
ary for an added reduction of some $10 billion in personal 
and business taxes beginning July 1. I believe that if we 
are going to provide the jobs that are needed for some 2 
million young people who are coming into the labor 
market every year, we have to go to the private market 
where five out of the six jobs today are available for those 
who want to work. 

So, if you can help us, and we will help each other, 
we will help the country by convincing the Congress that 
tax reductions providing incentive for individuals to 
spend and business to invest is a far, far better way than 


piling on extra spending for make-work jobs in the public 
sector. 

John, and all of you from the textile industry, I thank 
you for giving me a few moments this morning. I am 
grateful for this opportunity, and let me assure you that 
in the future I will continue to work with you, and I know 
that I can depend on your help and assistance. And if 
we work together with policies that are sound, and we 
don’t panic, we don’t try quick fixes that never worked 
and won’t in the future, if we do all of these things to- 
gether, 215 million Americans, we can have an increas- 
ing rise in our standard of living, we can keep our Nation 
strong to deter aggression, to maintain the peace, and 
to protect our national security, and give to those that 
follow us an even greater America than the one that we 
have enjoyed. 

Thank you very, very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:58 a.m. at the Fairmont Hotel. 


San Francisco, California 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford 
Committee Luncheon. March 26, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, Dave, Congressman Clair 
Burgener, who is here someplace, Congressman Pete Mc- 
Closkey I know is here, Mary Louise Smith, Ev Younger, 
Mrs. Paul Haerle—I will see Paul later tomorrow, I 
guess—tadies and gentlemen: 

It really is a great privilege and a very high honor to 


‘be here. And Dave [David Packard] and I were remi- 


niscing about the experiences when he was number two 
man at the Defense Department under Mel [Melvin R. 
Laird]. Because for 14 years during my career of some 
25 in the Congress, I spent on the Defense Subcommittee 
on Appropriations where we had 5 months a year, 5 hours 
a day, of nothing but witnesses from Secretaries of De- 
fense on down. 

I got to know Dave far better than our previous meet- 
ings because everybody on that subcommittee—Demo- 
crats as well as Republicans—had nothing but the great- 
est admiration for him coming to Washington and devot- 
ing that much time to try and help continue and to keep 
our Army, Navy, and Air Force and Marines well- 
equipped, alert, ready for the protection of this country. 
And we all thank you very much, Dave. 

I do want to express my deep appreciation for all of 
you individually who are here. I know what you have 
done, I am very grateful for your support. And let me 
assure you that Betty and I won’t let you down in the 
next 4 years. 

I am especially glad to be here in a year which marks 
not only our national Bicentennial, but also the 70th 
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anniversary of the San Francisco earthquake. And I 
learned coming in here this is the 100th anniversary of 
the Palace Hotel, so we are really doing things in San 
Francisco this year. 

But I think for those of us who have visited this great 
community over the years, we have just unbelievable 
respect for the people who built San Francisco—a mag- 
nificient city—from the ruins, and all of us know that this 
symbolizes the best in the American spirit. 

But just as San Francisco rose from the ashes, the 
United States of America within the last 20 months began 
to also recover from great adversity. And under this ad- 
ministration our Nation in every respect across the 
spectrum is constructively building for the future, and I, 
like you, have great faith in what is going to happen for 
America in the next decade. 

But just as it does in San Francisco, the fog has lifted 
in America to reveal, as I see the future, a very bright one, 
a future that will give us a dollar’s value for a dollar spent, 
that will provide a job for everybody who wants to work, 
that will encourage the growth of business and industry 
and not take enterprise out of the free enterprise system. 
It will give individuals more, more, much more control 
over their personal life, it will provide a cleaner environ- 
ment and better health, and will positively assure the 
United States the continued military strength to preserve 
our security as well as the peace. 

Naturally, I am very proud of what I think the ad- 
ministration has achieved. And when I look back over the 
obstacles and the roadblocks and the disappointments of 
the last 20 months, let me assure you it has not been the 
easiest job I have ever had. 

Furthermore, I don’t intend to let any political tremors 
undermine the administration’s successful and responsible 
policies, whether at home or abroad. Our prime function, 
regardless of what happens in any political year, is to 
stay on the job and work at the job for the country which 
all of us love. 

But I think we have to also have under our system a 
necessary look at what is going to happen and transpire 
between now and August in Kansas City. But it is also 
of vital importance that we take a broader, broader look 
as to what our ultimate goal is—a victory for the philos- 
ophy, the principles and policies that we stand for in 
November of 1976. 

When I became President 19 months ago, I think most 
of us would recognize that the country was in somewhat 
serious trouble. The credibility of government was low; 
inflation had reached frightening heights; too many peo- 
ple were out of work and many more were to lose their 
jobs in the near future; there was no effective energy 
programs; Federal spending was escalating beyond com- 
prehension; the crime rate tragically was rising. As I 
sampled the mail that came into the office and as I trav- 
eled around the country, I had the distinct feeling that 


many, many Americans were understandably fearful of 
the future. 

Today—we have to be honest and frank—we are not 
yet where we want to be but by any measurement or 
standard we have made great progress. We are moving 
ahead, I think, with new realism and with new effective- 
ness. And certainly public confidence has been restored, 
and if any of you read the Wall Street Journal this morn- 
ing you might have seen a survey put out by the Univer- 
sity of Michigan that checks and analyzes the public feel- 
ing on a 3-month basis. And they said in their report that 
was published yesterday that there had been a greater 
restoration of public confidence in the last 3 months than 
at any time in recent years. 

I think this is indicative of how we have turned around 
affirmatively the attitude and the atmosphere of the 
American people. And I think for good reason. The 
rate of inflation has been cut in half, employment is going 
up, unemployment is going down, real income—and that 
is the real thing that people have to judge—has been 
increased. 

We have started a comprehensive energy program. The 
Congress took much too long in its consideration of it— 
almost a year, in 1975, and its final version was far from 
perfect, yet better than continued uncertainty and never- 
ending controversy. 

Yes, we have saved quite a few billions of dollars by 
being firm with the Congress, trying to convince them that 
excess spending had many bad effects, not only as far 
as the Treasury was concerned but the economy as a 
whole. 

I am accused often of not being able to cooperate with 
the Congress, and it is true that I vetoed 46 bills in this 
relatively short period of time, but 39 of them have been 
sustained. We went through, the other day, the record. In 
those 39 bills, where the Congress has sustained the vetoes, 
we have saved $13 billion in spending. 

The net result of all that has taken place and tran- 
spired is that the American citizen has regained his confi- 
dence, it has been restored. But we have gone beyond 
just what has happened here in the United States. We 
can say that the free world has also moved both econom- 
ically as well as otherwise. I can’t say that their recovery 
economically has kept pace with ours, but all of them 
virtually, including Great Britain, have made some prog- 
ress in meeting their economic problems at home. 

But let me talk for a minute about what we can say 
and what we will do in the future. From the very day that 
I was privileged to take the oath of office, I made a funda- 
mental decision that my administration would promise 
only what we can deliver, and we will deliver everything 
we promise. As President, I think the record shows I have 
challenged those who constantly want to expand the role 
of the Federal Government taking power from individuals, 
from local communities, and from the States. I don’t 
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believe that the Federal Government should just grow 
and grow and grow. 

And we must never lose sight of one very basic truth, 
that a government big enough to give us everything we 
want is a governnient big enough to take from us every- 
thing we have. 

There are, however, some things that the Federal Gov- 
ernment can do and must do and with your support we 
hope they will do better. And let me mention just two. 

It is fundamentally required that the Federal Govern- 
ment have a responsible, equitable taxing program, and it 
is equally important that we have a strong, alert, ready, 
well-equipped, well-led national security program. 

Yesterday, I could not help but notice that the new 
Democrat-dominated House Budget Committee, in its 
deliberations—and this is vitally important—has rejected 
the additional tax reductions that I recommended to go 
into effect July 1 of this year, additional tax reductions 
that would give to individuals and particularly those in 
the middle-income group, greater equity, an opportunity 
to spend more of their hard-earned dollars rather than 
coming through the Federal bureaucracy. 


And those decisions in that committee also have pre- 
cluded the additional incentives that I think are vital and 
required to stimulate business. I hope that we can undo 
or upset what this committee has done, but it is disappoint- 
ing, to say the least, that they have already, in this critical 
committee, made this decision. 

But while the committee does not want to cut taxes 
either individually or for business, it shows no reluctance 
to cut the defense budget. Now, to preserve our rising 
prosperity as well as our fundamental freedom, we require, 
as all of you know, a stable and a peaceful world. A strong 
defense is essential to achieve that objective. 


The two defense budgets that I have submitted to the 
Congress, one in January of 1975 and the other in Janu- 
ary 1976, were the largest in the history of the United 
States. 

With the budget I propose for the next fiscal year, 
which the Congress got in January of this year, we have 
reversed a decline in real defense resources. The new 
budget would increase our strategic nuclear forces by 
$2,100 million in current dollars. It would increase our 
conventional forces by $6,800 million and bolster our de- 
fense research and development programs by $1,800 mil- 
lion. There are other significant increases as well. 

Now, Californians are especially aware of our national 
security requirements. You know them not only because 
of the participation of your colleges and universities in 
research and development, not only because of your indus- 
try that makes significant contributions to our defense and 
security programs but you are on the border, so to speak, 
and everybody in this State has a great stake in what we 
are trying to do, whether it is in research and development 
or weapons procurement. 


But what worries me and what should worry all of you 
is that over the last 6 years, including one budget that I 
submitted to the Congress, the congressional anti-Defense 
Department group—you can call them budget cutters— 
aiming only at the Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marines, 
have slashed defense expenditures by $32 billion. 

Now, while slashing away at our military programs, the 
same group in the Congress, with some exceptions, has 
added substantial expenditures in a wide variety of mar- 
ginal domestic programs. 

Attacking our new defense budget, the House Budget 
Committee, the committee I mentioned a moment ago, 
now wants to cut the budget that I submitted in January 
by about $7 billion. This could damage our ability to 
match Soviet weapons and to maintain technological 
superiority. 

I will not accept that reduction, which could also 
reduce our readiness by cutting the flying hours of our 
pilots, reduce the steaming time of our ships, deplete our 
war reserves, and lessen the combat readiness of our equip- 
ment and our personnel. 

This group in the Congress, if they have their way, 
could ground tactical aircraft that would have to await 
repair. They could strain our Navy’s capacities by having 
too many ships waiting too long for overhaul. They could 
jeopardize the training of our forces and America’s ability 
to respond quickly in emergencies. 

This trend in the Congress, which has started just a 
few days ago, must not continue, and as long as I have 
the opportunity we are going to prevent it from 
continuing. 

As I think is obvious, I am particularly disturbed to find 
that the chairman of the influential committee in the 
House of Representatives has recommended this $7 billion 
reduction. 

It is my fervent hope—and I make a plea to two Mem- 
bers of the House, but I don’t think you have to worry 
about them—Clair Burgener and Pete McCloskey—it is 
my fervent hope that he and those who want to cut our 
defense appropriations will reconsider this very serious 
prospective action. 

America’s highest priority, as always, is the preservation 
of peace through strength. It is mandatory, if we want to 
reduce world tension, especially between thermonuclear 
powers, and I am determined that we make an honest ef- 
fort to do so because there is no other rational alternative. 
Dave and I were talking about it here at the luncheon 
table. He knows, I know, many of you here may know, 
that if we don’t get a responsible handle on the growth 
of thermonuclear weapons, the prospective problems— 
particularly if you have irrational people—are 
unbelievable. 

But to reduce tension we must maintain a defense so 
adequate and so powerful that no potential aggressors will 
see America as lacking the will or the capacity to protect 
its freedom and to secure the peace. 


Volume 12—Number 14 





a 2A Oo Ff rn aes o.OoOo les ss oS 


~~ es ww & wet * 3 tt lCU,SSlCUoO 


at echt an me otk abe a tfte Ste Ge A oe (CO a « ee eee 


wet es 2h aC ee 


yay, 
vait 
ing 
uld 
lity 


ta 
ave 


ind 


Res 





PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 493 


As I have said before, under this administration, under 
my Presidency, I can assure you that the United States 
will never, never be other than at the very top. And when 
I say the top, I mean not only in military capability, but 
economic capability, industrial might, agricultural produc- 
tion. This is what we have to look at as we talk about the 
United States being number one. It is our economic, in- 
dustrial, agricultural, our educational capacity, plus our 
military strength and will that gives America the oppor- 
tunity to be the leader that it is. 

As I look around the room here, talking about this 

subject, I think many of us will never forget the lessons 
of the 1930’s and the 1940’s and the history that was 
written on the great ocean that actually touches your 
coast. 
Yet, in this election year, there are some who have for- 
gotten history in the hysteria of a political campaign. I 
mention the chairman of the House Budget Committee 
who I think has recommended some very unwise actions. 
They say they don’t want to lock—or I should say here 
he says—he does not want to lock a new Democratic 
President into continuing my defense programs. Paren- 
thetically, for his information, I don’t think there will be 
a new Democratic President elected in November. This 
same committee chairman has asked the Nation to put 
off—and those are his words—to put off action on our 
defense needs until after the election. 

He has indicated that my administration should not 
be permitted to provide for our defense because it would 
bind in advance the hands of a Democratic administra- 
tion which—and I quote precisely—‘“may have a very 
different philosophy.” 

Yet, in this very critical time and crucial period they 
would try to bind my hands and this administration in 
providing the continuity and the credibility so essential 
to America’s defense success. They would play politics 
with world peace and the national security interest of the 
United States. They seek a strangely unilateral morator- 
ium on America’s security while the Soviet Union in- 
creases its defense expenditures. 

I am determined, as I have been for 28 years in public 
life, to provide our Army, our Navy, our Air Force, and 
Marines with the full capability to deter aggression, to 
maintain our peace and freedom, and to protect our 
national security. The American people are entitled to 
no less, and we will not play Russian roulette with so basic 
an issue. 

Our challenge, as I see it, yours and mine, is to main- 
tain that 200-year old dedication to our economic system 
that has done so much for so many people and for such 
a great nation. Our challenge is to have the courage and 
the will and the capability to stand tall and strong against 
any aggressor that would destroy our freedom. I am an 
optimist. Together, we, and many millions like us, will 


work together to build a better America and a better 
tomorrow. 
Thank you very, very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 12:55 a.m. at the Sheraton Palace 
Hotel. 


Los Angeles, California 


The President’s Remarks at a President Ford Committee 
Fundraising Dinner. March 26, 1976 


Thank you very, very much, John, Ed Carter, my good, 
former friends in the Congress, Clair Burgener, John 
Rousselot and Chuck Wiggins, Ev Younger, Bus Mos- 
bacher, Your Eminence and Rabbi Magnin: 

Let me, at the outset, express my deepest appreciation 
to Cary Grant, to Leona Mitchell and to Howard Keel. 
If I had had my preference, I wish all three would have 
extended their time about three times. I would have 
enjoyed it a great deal more. 

May I say to Cary that I really enjoyed his performance 
as master of ceremonies. I liked his style, I liked the way 
he did it, but let me contrast it to a master of ceremonies 
of a program that i attended last night. It was the annual 
dinner of the Radio and Television Broadcasters Associa- 
tion in Washington, D.C., and I was one of the guests. 
And they had as their master of ceremonies a young star 
on television called Chevy Chase. I don’t know how many 
of you know him, but he has moved up very, very rapidly 
in the television business. He has a show on Saturday 
nights at 11:30, and the principal theme of his perform- 
ance is mimicking me. [Laughter] 

And he struck on a responsive chord a few months ago 
when there were some comments concerning my alleged 
clumsiness, and he has made a pretty good profession 
out of it. [Laughter] But, anyhow, last night, when he 
was introduced, there was a big audience in Washington, 
D.C., and he makes his entry down a center aisle and he 
stumbles all over as he finally gets up to the rostrum here, 
and he falls and, well, it goes on for about 5 minutes or 
more—it seemed like an hour. [Laughter] 

But we were prepared for him. And if I may take a 
minute, we had some suspicion that he might do just 
this. So we had a false tablecloth sitting where I was 
sitting, and he was on the other side during the evening 
meal, and we had two of those big coffee urns filled with 
silver—knives, forks, and spoons—and as I got up follow- 
ing his very complimentary introduction, I pulled the 
tablecloth and all this fell down and made a lot of clatter 
and made a big hullabaloo. 

And then I came to the podium and I had my speech 
book, and I had it on top with about 40 or 50 pages, 
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and I put my speech book down like this, and I put the 
other things up like this, and then they all went down 
like that. [Laughter] I hope I did not throw away your 
notes. 

And then I turned to Chevy Chase and said, “Chevy, 
you are a very, very, very funny suburb.” And I con- 
cluded with saying, “I’m Gerald Ford and you’re not.” 
[Laughter] 

But then, if I might—as you can see, I enjoyed your 
being master of ceremonies much more tonight, Cary, 
but I do appreciate very much Leona Mitchell’s rendition 
of some of my most favorite songs. And although I am 
not an expert in the Metropolitan Opera, I certainly 
appreciated that wonderful voice and that selection. 

Howard Keel sang from my favorite musical comedy, 
“Oklahoma,” which brought to my mind an incident that 
happened when I was the Republican leader of the House 
for five terms. Every year, when a new Congress convenes, 
or every 2 years, the defeated minority candidate for the 
Speaker of the House has to act very generous in present- 
ing the elected Speaker even though you wished you had 
gotten enough votes in the previous November election to 
prevail. And after I had done it three times as a generous 
gesture to Speaker McCormick of Massachusetts, the 
Democrats came up with a new man, Carl Albert, from 
Oklahoma. 

Well, the truth is “Oklahoma” is one of my favorite 
musical comedies, and I was trying to think of some new 
way of introducing the new Speaker after he had defeated 
me about 240 to 180, or whatever the score was. And 
I was trying to change from Boston, Massachusetts, to 
Oklahoma. And I talked to Bob Hartmann who has been 
with me for a number of years and I said, “Bob, we have 
got to find a new way to do it,” and I mentioned casually 
that “Oklahoma” was a favorite. So he came back with 
this version, Howard. He said, “Why don’t you do it this 
way.” So without singing it, I will go through the words 
as we did it. It goes something like this: “Oh, what a 
beautiful morning, oh, what a beautiful day, if I had 40 
more votes in my pocket, everything would be going my 
way.” [Laughter] 

I certainly want to thank Ed and John in particular, 
but I do want to thank all of you who are here this eve- 
ning and giving your support to our efforts. And I thank 
all of you on behalf of Betty and myself and Steve also. 
And let me say without any hesitation or qualification, we 
won’t let you down for the next 4 years. 

I am obviously delighted to be here this evening, and 
with a simple, straightforward message that I think is in 
keeping with this very happy occasion. The message is 
simply this: 1976 is going to be a great year for the Re- 
public and a great year for the Republicans. 

I can see the good signs and so can the American peo- 
ple. They are the signs of a rejuvenation, the signs of 
health and vitality returning to a country that not too long 


ago seemed frozen in a long, long cold winter. I am sure 
you vividly remember what our economy was like last 
year, although I am sure many of us would like to for. 
get it. 

But you may not remember what some of our opponents 
were saying a year ago, and I am sure they would like us 
to forget their doom and gloom predictions of about 12 
months ago. For example, in February of 1975, George 
Meany warned that everything was pointing downward, 
down to a depression. He forecast that there would be a 
10-percent unemployment rate by July, that it was 
inevitable. 

And in February of 1975, a leading spokesman of the 
Democratic Party, a good friend of mine, Hubert Horatio 
Humphrey, said, “Unless we take some very concrete and 
effective action very quickly within the next 60 or 90 days, 
I think we would be approaching what you would call the 
dimensions of a depression.” 

Those prophesies were false, and we knew they were 
false from the very beginning. We had far more faith than 
they did in the great American economic machine. 

We weren’t about to give in to the temptation of quick 
fixes and very empty promises. I pursued a steady, bal- 
anced policy aimed at ensuring our Nation’s long-term 
economic health, not just for a week or for a month, not 
just for an election, but for the long term. 

I fought hard, and the odds on occasion were pretty 
tough. We fought against the shortsighted approach then, 
and I am going to keep on fighting against it now and for 
the next 4 years as well. 

They have great imagination. In case you haven't 
heard, they are cooking up a new legislative miracle po- 
tion with a very attractive label. This one has some very 
familiar names on it—Gus Hawkins and Hubert 
Humphrey. 

If there ever was a bill or proposed legislation that 
promised more than it can deliver, this is it. There is a 
curious consensus that this bill is bad news. Conservatives 
say it would lead to a planned economy similar to those 
in socialist countries. 

Some liberals say they doubt whether the Government 
can simply wave a magic wand and achieve specific nu- 
merical goals for unemployment, interest rates, and who 
else knows what. A labor economist who supports the bill 
says, “It will do very little for the working poor.” 

And practically everybody says that this bill does not 
take into account its own inflationary impact on the na- 
tional economy. You can’t get Hubert Humphrey or Gus 
Hawkins to tell you how much the bill will cost. Maybe 
they don’t know or maybe they are just afraid to tell us. 

But whatever its cost is, is probably much too much, 
and I can assure you that if this bill gets to my desk in the 
Oval Office, I have got a ready veto stamp on it. 

The facts are, we are on the road to prosperity in this 
country, and we are not going to take any wrong turns at 
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this point in the road. The fact is that today the American 
economy is good and getting better all the time. Inflation 
is way, way down, less than half of what it was, and we are 
going to keep it going down. 

Unemployment is going down too. We have recovered 
almost unbelievably all the jobs numerically that had been 
lost during the depths of the recession in March and April 
of last year. We are back up to 86,400,000 gainfully em- 
ployed, the same record of several years ago, before 1973 
and 1974. 

We are going to keep America working. I am going to 
keep up the pressure in the right way until every American 
who wants a job has a job. The fact is that people in this 
country have more cash and they have more confidence 
than they did when I became President 19 months ago. 
And because they have that renewed confidence in them- 
selves and in their country, they are going to use that cash. 

That is why retail sales have been rising steadily. That 
is why we have seen a substantial increase in new car 
sales and the purchase of durable goods. And that new 
confidence is why American consumers are going to keep 
up their demand for the great products that America has 
to offer. 

One recent survey looked at how many Americans plan 
to buy a car in the next 6 months and found the highest 
percentage in 9 years. The same survey looked at how 
many Americans expect their personal income to rise in 
the next 6 months and found the highest level in 7 years. 
Another survey looked at how many Americans are in the 
market for stocks, bonds, mutual funds and found the first 
clear increase in over 2 years. 

These are all signs of a springtime economy. These are 


-some of the signs that show our recovery is going to be 


full and complete and that the American economy is going 
to be just as strong and healthy in the future as it has been 
in the best years of the past. 

I am going to make sure that our economy stays on 
the right track. I am not going to risk our economy or 
our recovery by giving way to another onslaught of the 
budget busters in the Congress. 

Some of you may know that I have already used my 
Presidential veto 46 times in the last 19 months. They 
tell me that is a record. But we have gotten the Congress, 
or a sufficient number of them, to sustain 39 of those 
vetoes, which means that we were able to save you and 
~ of the American taxpayers $13 billion. And that is not 

ad. 

I want to thank Chuck Wiggins, Clair Burgener, and 
John Rousselot, who are here. Without checking the 
record, I would say that the odds are that they voted to 
sustain 39 out of those 39 vetoes. But if this spendthrift 
Congress—and they know it better than I—comes back 
to me with more reckless spending bills, then I am going 
to use my veto again and again and again. 

We are going to hold down the cost of living by hold- 
ing down the cost of government. We are going to make 


sure that your tax dollars work as hard for you as you do 
for them, The Democrats in the Congress have a slightly 
different idea. It looks like they are going to send me a 
budget for the next fiscal year some $20 billion more than 
I recommended in January of this year. And on top of 
that, they are talking about taking away the $10 billion 
tax reduction that I recommended to go into effect on 
July 1. 

That may be the Democrat’s idea of fiscal responsibil- 
ity, but let me tell you, Ford has a far better idea. My 
idea is to cut the growth of Federal spending and give the 
tax cut to you and to millions of others who need it and 
deserve it. And to the best of our ability we will do so in 
1976. 

Our experience in the last year and a half has shown 
once again that the American economic system is strong 
and capable of meeting great, great challenges. Our ex- 
periences have confirmed our belief in the great free eco- 
nomic system and the great free society established by our 
forefathers 200 years ago. And the returning strength of 
other free economies, in Europe, in Japan, and other parts 
of the world as well, is now adding to that momentum of 
our own recovery here in the United States. 

Our experience in the last year and a half has also 
shown that the Administration’s policies have been the 
right ones. The mistakes of the past have taught us to 
recognize that short-term solutions are what they are— 
no answer. Quick-fix solutions can look very attractive, 
particularly if they have a beautiful label, especially to 
a Democratic Congress in an election year. 

But only a steady, long-term policy will lead us to a 
sound and prosperous economy with full employment un- 
burdened by a high rate of inflation. Obviously—and I 
am the first to admit it—we have not licked all of our 
problems yet. Frankly, the figures lately have been even 
better than we had expected. And I would not be sur- 
prised or discouraged if we occasionally saw a few figures 
that are not quite as good in the months ahead. But the 
trend is right, and the trend is strong, and we are going 
to keep it that way. 

The figures are good but the United States of America 
is not composed of statistics. It is composed of people. 
And when those people feel good about where they are 
going, as they do now, then this country is clearly headed 
in the right direction. And when the people feel that way, 
it means they want continuity and stability, they don’t 
want to change horses in midstream. I don’t think they 
want to trade in their Ford for another model in 1976. 

As I travel around the country, it is very clear to me 
that the majority of the American people are now return- 
ing to Republican values that I have always stood for and 
voted for during my quarter of a century in the Congress. 
I knew they were the right ones then. They are the right 
ones now. And we are going to keep them in the record 
book for the next 4 years. 
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If you want to see what I mean, just take a look at 
some of the popular themes being talked about by the 
Democrats in 1976. Just listen to this quotation: “The 
average American is fed up with footing the bill for high 
flown, unplanned bureaucratic schemes which fail to de- 
liver effective services.” I didn’t say that. Bill Simon didn’t 
say that. Barry Goldwater didn’t say that. We could have 
said it, but that particular quotation came straight from 
Jimmy Carter, the Democrat’s leading contender in the 
primary races. 

And Mo Udall, my very good friend with whom I 
served in the Congress for many years, the most liberal 
of the leading Democratic candidates, does not even call 
himself a liberal any more. He says the word “liberal” 
is associated, and again I quote, “‘with big spending, waste- 
ful extravagance in government.” 

Well, some of us have been saying that for years. They 
seem to be a little slower in getting the word, but better 
late than never. Those are some of the borrowed ideas 
that the Democrats are using to appeal to the American 
voter this year, along with some other ideas that sound 
awfully familiar to some of us Republicans. And that is 
why we are going to meet the Democrats in November, 
no matter who their nominee is—whether it is Jimmy 
Carter, Scoop Jackson, Hubert Humphrey—because we 
have had a lot more experience with and dedication to 
the ideas that they are now espousing. 

They have just changed their tune, but we have been 
singing the same song a long, long time. And that is the 
song that the American people believe in now and they 
will believe in, because it works, and they want success 
and progress. 

The Democrats are just beginning to recognize the 
basic truth that I have maintained, and others have, for 
a long, long time, that a government big enough to give 
you everything you want is a government big enough to 
take from you everything you have. 

It is my full intention to keep on giving the American 
people straight talk instead of empty promises. The ad- 
ministration is going to continue its policy of promising 
only what we can deliver and delivering everything that 
we promise. 

The only promise I am going to make here tonight is 
that we are going to win in Kansas City in August of 
1976, but we are also going to win in November—all 
across the land. 

May I say a word about a subject that John McCone 
mentioned—I have talked about the bread and butter. 
As John indicated, I served most of the time that I had 
the privilege of being in the Congress on the Defense 
Appropriations Committee—some 14 years—and had 
the opportunity during that period of time to listen to all 
of the top witnesses, Secretaries of Defense, Assistant 
Secretaries, and Chairmen of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, 
and on down. And I can say from that experience and as 


Vice President and now as President, that the United 
States of America has a capability that all of us should 
be proud of. 

We are number one. When you take into consideration 
our great economic system, our industrial capacity, our 
agricultural production, our commercial strength, and our 
military capability, this country is number one in compe- 
tition with anybody else. And when you add to that 
formula of military strength, economic power, and agri- 
cultural production, the one great ingredient of moral 
strength that we have in America, we have no fear what- 
soever as to the future of our country. 

But let me close by simply saying that anyone who 
doubts that we will win in Kansas City and finally in 
the country in November—let me quote the words of the 
distinguished conservative philosopher, Edmund Burke, 
who said, “He that wrestles with us strengthens our nerves 
and sharpens our skill. Our antagonist is our helper.” 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:02 p.m. at the Century Plaza 
Hotel. 


Fresno, California 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
the Fresno Air Terminal. March 27, 1976 


Tue Present. Good morning everybody. It is nice 
to be in Fresno. We have had a good day and a half in 
California. Any of you with the local press that would 
like to ask questions, I would be delighted to try and 
respond. 

Q. After a day and a half, are you ready to predict how 
you will do? 

Tue Present. I think we have to recognize for prac- 
tical reasons we started from behind, but I am very im- 
pressed with the people that are heading up the organiza- 
tion, and I am encouraged by what I understand are the 
great, great many volunteers that are participating. And 
I think by the time the primary comes in June we will be 
in very good shape, and we will sure do our best. 

Q. Any more thoughts on Governor Reagan as a run- 
ning mate? 

THE PresmentT. Well, as I have said a good many 
times, we have many, many outstanding Republicans 
who are potentially outstanding Vice-Presidential candi- 
dates and certainly Governor Reagan would fit on that 
list without a question. 

Q. Mr. President, NBC News has reported some team- 
ster officials feel that they are immune from investigation 
or prosecution by your administration. Do you have any 
response to that? 
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Tue Preswenrt. Anything that involves a criminal in- 
vestigation or prosecution I don’t think it is appropriate 
for me to comment on. We have an outstanding Attorney 
General in Ed Levi, and I am sure that he will handle it 
properly. I am sure that he will handle it in the high stand- 
ard that Ed Levi is known for. 

Q. Now that Mr. Carter is considered a serious con- 
tender, do you plan to do anything differently? 

Tue Preswent. Not at all. We are concentrating on 
the Republican side, and I will let my good Democratic 
friends resolve their problems. 

Q. Mr. President, Woodward and Bernstein are being 
quoted quite a lot from their latest book saying former 
President Nixon had been threatening suicide and drink- 
ing heavily in his last days. Could you comment at all 
on that? 

Tue Present. I have not read the book. I can only 
say that in my personal experiences in those last few 
days I saw no evidence of it. 

It is very nice to see you all. It is beautiful here in 
Fresno. I wish we could stay longer, but we will be back. 

Thank you very, very much. 
note: The President spoke at 11:10 a.m. 


Fresno, California 


The President’s Remarks at the Republican State 
Central Committee Luncheon. March 27, 1976 


Paul Haerle, Congressman John Rousselot, Congressman 
Al Bell, Congressman Clair Burgener, and if Barry Gold- 
water, Jr. is here—Barry, it is nice to see you again—Ev 
Younger, Mayor Pete Wilson, distinguished members of 
the State Legislature, delegates and guests: 

It is a very high honor and a very great privilege 
for me to be here in Fresno and to participate in this 
Republican State Central Committee meeting of the great 
State of California. Let me pay my deepest respects, of 
course, to the wonderful people of Fresno, the hosts of 
this convention. I appreciate their very warm welcome, 
and I am deeply grateful for the opportunity to say a 
few words here this morning. 

Let me add a very special word of encouragement 
and support for the Republican Women’s Task Force, and 
especially for the 27 outstanding women who are candi- 
dates for the State Legislature, as well as the United States 
Congress this year. I wish you all the very, very best. 

It is my understanding that this is more than twice 
the number of women who ran for office in this area 2 
years ago. I think this is a great and I hope a growing 
trend, and I hope the example that you set here in Cali- 


fornia will be followed in every one of the States of our 
great Union. 

Obviously, I wish that I could stay for your reception 
and dinner tonight with my good friend and, I think, 
our great National Chairman, Mary Louise Smith, but 
Betty wants me to get home tonight. And, as all of you 
well know, Betty and I never disagree about anything. 
[Laughter] 

Let me also thank those of you who participated in 
this morning’s precinct walk. Grass roots politics is a lot 
of hard work, but it also can be an awful lot of fun. And 
I hope that all of you, as you did this constructive work 
in the city of Fresno, did enjoy it. 

We who are in public office know very well the great 
contribution that this kind of an effort does, and I hope 
and trust that in the months ahead that you can do it 
in every community in every State because it produces 
results. I congratulate you, and thank you for all of us 
who are the beneficiaries of your efforts. 

We meet in 1976 in a year of important decision for 
the American people, a year in which they will choose 
their political leadership for the remainder of the 1970's, 
a year which begins in the third century of American 
independence. 

I am waging my campaign this year on the power- 
ful issues of freedom, peace, and rising prosperity for 
the American people. This is a record of solid accomplish- 
ment, which I am presenting to the American people, the 
record that we have tried to build in the 19 months that 
I have had the honor and privilege of being President of 
the United States. 

In those 19 months, we have cut the inflation rate in 
half. In this year’s Federal budget, I have cut the rate 
of growth in Federal spending also in half. We have 
recovered 100 percent of the jobs Americans lost during 
the recession, the worst recession in the last 40 years. 
Consumer confidence is more than double what it was 
a year ago. Industrial production is up, housing starts 
are up, personal income is up, prices are stabilizing. 

There can be no doubt whatsoever that America is on 
the road to a new prosperity, and we are not about to 
take any detours now thrust upon us by a Democratic 
Congress. 

We will purs.. a steady, constructive, firm course, the 
same kind of a course that I chartered for America at the 
outset of the recession when I proposed tax cuts for indi- 
viduals, tax incentives for business expansion and job 
production, and extended assistance for those Americans 
who lost their jobs during the recession. 

I rejected the attempts of the Democratic majority in 
the Congress to try and spend our way out of the reces- 
sion rather than doing it the typical American way of 
working our way to prosperity. In fact, I vetoed 46 bills 
in the last 19 months, and they tell me that is something 
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of a record. If it is, I am darned proud of it. But the most 
important record is that we got the Congress to sustain 39 
of those 46 vetoes, and I am very happy to report to you 
that we saved the American taxpayers $13 billion in the 
process. 

Obviously, with more Republicans in the House and 
Senate, we could have done even better and that is the 
challenge that we all face in 1976. In the Senate and in 
the House of Representatives in Washington, D.C., 
Republicans are outnumbered better than two to one. 
Those are tough odds. I know in the State of California 
in the House of Representatives you have an outstanding 
delegation. They are high in quality, the best, but dog- 
gone it, we need more quantity. 

I know that John Rousselot down here has been work- 
ing as the chairman of the Republican delegation in the 
House of Representatives for the State of California to 
recruit candidates, to help to elect them. And I know 
that we are trying desperately in this State to elect a 
Republican United States Senator. 

And although I think it is fairly important to get a good 
vote for our candidate for President in the State of Cali- 
fornia, it is vitally important that we elect a Republican 
United States Senator in California and lot a more 
Republican Congressmen from the State of California. 

We have been talking about those vetoes, and I think 
those vetoes which were made and sustained were done 
without weakening our economic recovery and without 
straying from the steady course of economic stability and 
economic growth which I have pursued and we will pur- 
sue in the next 4 years. 

We will also pursue a firm, steady course internation- 
ally. We cherish the peace that America enjoys today, the 
peace that finds no Americans in combat anywhere 
throughout the globe, and yet we know that the freedoms 
we have defended so often are being challenged today. We 
know that our strength, our power, our constant vigilance, 
and our resolve, our will, are the foundation of mankind’s 
hope for peace and stability throughout the globe. 

In the last 19 months, I have taken affirmative action 
to ensure that America’s alliances are strong, our com- 
mitments are worthwhile, and our defenses are without 
equal in the world, in this controversial globe in which we 
live. And let me assure you without any equivocation, 
hesitation, that we are going to keep those defenses the 
best. 

The record is clear. We are strong enough to deter 
aggression, we are strong enough to maintain the peace, 
and we are strong enough to protect our national security 
and keep America free. In my Presidency, I have proposed 
to the Congress the two largest peacetime military budgets 
in the history of the United States reversing a trend that 
was reducing our defense expenditures year by year to 
levels dangerously low. Our aim is to make peace secure 
throughout the world. 


We are conducting our foreign policy with our eyes 
open, our guard up, and our powder dry. We know that 
peace and national security cannot be pursued on a one- 
way street, but we also know that a return to a collision 
course in a thermonuclear age can leave the human race 
in ashes. 

I will not lead the American people down the road to 
needless danger and senseless destruction. I will lead them 
to the path of peace through strength, and we will live in 
peace and freedom in the United States of America. 

When we look at this great country, 50 States and our 
territories and 215 million Americans, we know that when 
you combine our industrial strength, our tremendous agri- 
cultural productivity, our scientific and technological 
capability, our military strength, our moral and spiritual 
commitment, the United States, by any standard, is num- 
ber one, and we are going to keep it there. This adds up 
to something that I can say here and will say across the 
length and the breadth of the United States, we are proud 
to be Americans, and we are proud of America. 

The peace that we enjoy and the prosperity within our 
sights, these are the clearest guideposts to victory in No- 
vember. And in 1976 they are both on the Republican 
side of the road. Our victory this year will be important 
to America for years to come. It will be a clear signal to 
our own citizens, to our allies, and to our adversaries, that 
we will stand tall and strong among the nations of the 
globe. It will be a mandate to continue the policies of eco- 
nomic strength and growth, of limited government, of 
decisionmaking at the local and State level, of fiscal 
restraint and tax relief, which so many millions and mil- 
lions of Americans are demanding and to which our party 
has always been committed. 

Our victory this year will be a covenant with the Amer- 
ican people to promise only what we can deliver and 
deliver everything we promise. It will be a recognition by 
the American people that the government cannot do 
everything and should not be expected to. We should 
never forget one very basic truth—a government big 
enough to give us everything we want is a government big 
enough to take from us everything we have. But it will also 
be an agreement with the American people that whatever 
government does, it must do better and more efficiently 
than it has in the past. 

History may well record that the election of 1976 was a 
landmark in American politics. All of us are very, very 
fortunate to have a part in this great effort, and each of us 
has a very special role to play. The grass roots politics that 
you practiced this morning is every bit as important as the 
grand strategies of national campaigns. In fact, none of 
those strategies can succeed unless we succeed at the grass 
roots level. 

I commend you, and I thank you for all of your com- 
mitment to the Republican cause. It is a cause to which I 
have been firmly committed for more than 27 years of 
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public life as a Member of the Congress, as a Republican 
leader of the House of Representatives, as a Vice Presi- 
dent, and for the past 19 months as your President. 

In those 19 months alone, there has been great progress 
in combatting the serious problems that beset our Nation, 
in putting America at peace with itself and all the world 
around us. There is much, much more to be done, and we 
will do much, much more in the 4 challenging years 
ahead. 

As you walk the precincts of the great State of Cali- 
fornia this year, I invite you and all Americans to walk 
with me on the path of peace, on the road to prosperity, 
on the way and the path and the road to victory in 
November of 1976. 

Thank you very much. 
note: The President spoke at 12:13 p.m. in the Grand Hall at the 
Fresno Convention Center. Following his remarks, he attended a 


State Republican and President Ford Committee meeting in the 
Conference ™oom at the Fresno Convention Center. 


La Crosse, Wisconsin 


The President’s Remarks to Reporters Upon Arrival at 
La Crosse Airport. March 27, 1976 


Tue PRESIDENT. It is great to be in Wisconsin, and one 
can’t help but be greatly impressed by the warm and 
friendly and very large turnout. 

La Crosse has always been one of my favorite cities. 
I was here in 1972, and of course I have been in Wisconsin 
generally a great many times over the years campaigning 
for Members of Congress and others. So, it is just nice to 
be back, and we are going to be back some more. With 
that, I will be glad to answer any questions from the local 
press. 

Q. Mr. President, the head of one of Wisconsin’s milk 
marketing co-ops has criticized your administration for 
opposing a bill which would not set standards for foreign 
dairy imports equal to those of domestic products. Do you 
indeed feel that they should be equal? 

Tue Preswent. We have the Department of Agricul- 
ture looking into that at the present time. I think the mat- 
ter is under review and the Department will make a recom- 
mendation to me. 

Q. Mr. President, Karl Hess, who was the principal 
author of the 1960 and 1964 Republican platforms, has 
dropped out of society—he is living in a homestead in 
West Virginia. In the March 25 Rolling Stone he pre- 
dicts that we might be witnessing the downfall of the 
Republican Party. In his words, it is abandoning the 
middle class it once seemed to so solidly signify and that 
it has become the party of the rich and the party of big 
business. How would you respond to those charges? 


THe Preswent. That is categorically wrong. If you 
will go back and look at the tax reduction recommenda- 
tions that I made a year ago and reiterated this year, I 
strongly recommended to the Congress that there be 
greater equity and greater reductions made in tax cuts for 
the middle class. So that in and of itself, I think, indicates 
to Mr. Hess that he is totally wrong. 

Q. Mr. Ford, any indication that the Soviet Union or 
Cuba has heeded your warning? 

Tue Presment. There has not been any action taken 
that we would define as adventurism, such as they did in 
the case of Angola. I hope they understand what we said. 
We said it very plainly, and I can assure you we mean it. 

Q. Mr. Ford, what is your stand on revenue sharing? 

Tue Preswent. I am a strong advocate of revenue 
sharing. I led the fight in 1972 to get it enacted in the 
first place, and it has brought or will bring by the end 
of this year to the State of Wisconsin about $750 million. 
It will bring to La Crosse County, as I recall, about $3 
million, and it will bring to La Crosse City about $3 
million. 

I recommended a year ago that the Congress extend 
general revenue sharing for another 534 years, which 
would mean that the State of Wisconsin would get over a 
billion dollars during that period, and, as I recall the 
figures, La Crosse County and La Crosse City each would 
get about $5 million. 

So, I am a firm believer in the program. I think it is the 
right approach. It gives Federal money to local commu- 
nities and to States so that they can make the decisions as 
to where they want those resources expended at the local 
level. 

Q. Mr. Ford, who would you rather have as opposition 
in November for the Presidency? 

Tue Presment. I don’t really have much choice on 
that but I happen to think that my good friend Hubert 
Humphrey will be the nominee. The rest of them are all 
nipping at one another and not getting, as I see it, suffi- 
cient Democratic delegates to prevail when they go to 
New York City next July. So, it is my judgment that in 
the final it will be a brokered convention and Hubert will 
probably be the winner. 

Q. Is there present a situation, sir, in which you would 
consider military action in Cuba? 

Tue Preswent. Well, I would not speculate on any 
possible diplomatic or military actions because we hope 
that the words we have said will be understood and it 
won't be necessary or required. 

Q. Mr. President, would you support reconstruction 
aid to North Vietnam in exchange for names of POW’s 
or MIA’s? 

THe Preswent. All we have said—and I said it in 
Honolulu when I came back from China in December of 
last year—is that we look to the future rather than to the 
past and that as a result of a congressional delegation that 
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went to Hanoi several months ago it looks like there is a 
distinct possibility that we will start talking. But there are 
no commitments, and anything that was done is absolutely 
predicated on a full accounting of our MIA’s. And where 
we go from there is a matter of discussion. 

Q. Do you support further study on solar energy? 

Tue Preswent. I certainly do. When I was consider- 
ing the make-up of the budget for the next fiscal year I 
increased research and development funds in the solar 
energy area by about 40 percent. In fact, as I recall the 
figures, in this current fiscal year we are spending around 
$80 million, and I increased about 40 percent for the next 
fiscal year. This has a great potential long-range payoff, 
and I think we have to get on to the basic and the applied 
research as quickly as possible. And the figures that I put 
in the budget for the next year indicate my strong support 
for that program. 

Thank you all very much. 

Reporter. Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 7:05 p.m. 


La Crosse, Wisconsin 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session at the Mary E. Sawyer Municipal 
Auditorium. March 27, 1976 


Tue Preswent. Dr. Gundersen, Governor Knowles, 
Mayor Zielke, reverend clergy, ladies and gentlemen: 

Let me say first of all, it is great to be in God’s country 
tonight. This is just an unbelievable reception, and I thank 
all of you who are here in Sawyer Auditorium, and I hope 
and trust that the PA system is working outside. I want 
to thank all of those people on the outside—just unbeliev- 
able—and we will do our darndest to say hello to them 
after we conclude the program here. 

But let me also say when you get a welcome like this, 
the temptation is to stay maybe overnight. But on the way 
from California to here, I called Betty, and she said—I 
hope she meant it—that she wanted me home tonight. 
And you know I never disagree with Betty. [Laughter] 

I think it is awfully easy to see as I drove in—and of 
course I was here about 2 years ago—why La Crosse was 
chosen over 243 other cities last year as the number one 
small metropolitan community in America. And I con- 
gratulate you for that wonderful, outstanding achieve- 
ment. 

At that time, I sent a letter of congratulations to your 
fine Mayor, Pat Zielke. When that announcement was 
made, then coming here and seeing it all in person, I can 
see why all of you were so very, very proud of it. You 
should be proud, I think, of the way you have success- 


fully maintained a very workable and a very beneficial 
balance between preservation on the one hand and prog- 
ress on the other. 

It is my observation that La Crosse, of almost any city 
in the country, big or small, has found the key that makes 
for good living. A thriving city and fertile farm lands are 
in peaceful coexistence here in this community in this 
area. And the sheer physical beauty of La Crosse is really 
something to behold. 

Your people are strong and forward looking, your com- 
merce is diverse, and in many ways La Crosse is almost 
a good America in miniature. You have enjoyed a very 
rich and a very exciting history, as America has. You have 
had your share of problems, as America has. But, your 
accent has always been, as I read your history, on the 
future, just as America’s must be. The year 1976 is a 
vitally important, very critical year for America. It is 
critical for Wisconsin. It is critical for La Crosse. It marks 
a turning point for our country as we enter the last quarter 
of the 20th century and begin the third century of Amer- 
ica’s great history. 

It is good for us sometimes to take stock where we have 
been, where we are right now, and where we are going as 
a people, as a city, as a State, and as a nation, But as we 
look back over the last two centuries of America’s history, 
the pages of history tell us that America has come a long, 
long way in this last 200 years. 

We have grown from a very small, poor, weak, strug- 
gling collection of 13 colonies to become the greatest na- 
tion in the history of the world. Your ancestors right here 
in the great State of Wisconsin helped to conquer a vast 
and very dangerous continent and made the heart of 
America very strong. 

Together we have come through wars, depressions, 
droughts, riots, assassinations, scandals, practically every- 
thing that fate could throw at us. But we have also en- 
joyed some phenomenal economic, technological, and 
social progress in America, and that progress has made 
America the envy of all people and all nations throughout 
this world. 

Despite all of the problems we have had, I don’t think 
any of us—I have talked to few, if any, Americans who 
would trade places with the people in this country with 
people in any other country, and for very, very good rea- 
son. 

We hear a lot of talk these days about America being in 
a state of decline. We hear that America’s best days are 
behind us. We hear that America is only a second-rate 
power in this area or in that area. That is dead wrong. 
And frankly I am sick and tired of hearing people who are 
always running down America, I am proud of America, 
and I am proud to be an American, just like every one of 
you are. I believe very deeply in the people of America, in 
the kind of government we have. I believe in its values, 
its traditions, its institutions. 
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I believe in America’s future. We have the capacity in 
this country to do just about anything we want that we 
set our minds to accomplish and to achieve. America 
today remains the best hope of peace, the strongest guard- 
ian of freedom. We are pursuing a policy of peace through 
strength. And all of us in America cherish the peace that 
America enjoys, the peace that finds no Americans in 
combat anywhere in the world tonight, but to maintain 
that peace, to deter aggression, to protect our national 
security, America must be strong. I happen to believe, 
as we look at the total, America is number one. 

America’s industry is unsurpassed. American agricul- 
ture is the most productive, the most efficient. We produce 
more food and fiber than we can eat or wear, and we do 
it with the finest hands and the greatest lands and the 
best equipment. We have the greatest science and tech- 
nology capability in the history of mankind. Our military 
capability is second to none. But there is one thing that 
is even more important than all of that. America is morally 


and spiritually number one, and that will be the driving - 


force to keep us moving so that America and all its people, 
its government, will be number one forever. 

As I said, America’s agriculture-—its agricultural power 
is the most prolific producer of food and fiber in the his- 
tory of mankind. That is a credit, in large part, as I see 
it, to the dairy farms and other farms right in this area 
and throughout the Middle West, and, well, just all over 
this country. And La Crosse and Wisconsin play a very 
significant part in it. 

Many of these farms have been in the same family for 
generation after generation. And anyone who knows 
farmers, knows what they do, and knows farm families, 
know that we want the family farm to survive and thrive 
in America. We want to make it easier for people to pass 
on their farms, the product of many years of hard work 
and love and faith, to their sons and to their daughters. 

We want to make it easier to keep those farms in the 
family rather than sacrificing it to the tax collector. In 
order to achieve this, to maintain this capability of hold- 
ing a farm within a family, I have proposed to the Con- 
gress two legislative recommendations. One, to stretch out 
estate tax payments at a greatly reduced interest rate over 
a 25-year period. And, second, I have proposed an in- 
crease in the estate tax exemption from $60,000—it was 
established at that level in 1942—to $150,000. 

These proposals, if enacted, and I hope and trust the 
Congress will move, would help not only family farms but 
family businesses as well. And I suspect in a community 
like La Crosse there are many small family-owned busi- 
nesses that are an important segment of our economy, 
that can and must be kept within the family for the same 
reasons that we want family farms retained by one genera- 
tion after another. 

But let me talk for a minute about some of the economic 
problems we have had for the last 24 months, most of 
it occurring in late 1974 and early in 1975. 


Yes, as Dr. Gunderson said, we were hit with the 
worst recession in 40 years, but thanks to some very 
strong common sense policies that I initiated at the outset 
of the recession and thanks more importantly to the 
determination, the courage of the American people, we 
are working our way out of our economic difficulties. 

One favorable economic factor after another pointing 
the way, we are on the road to economic recovery and 
prosperity in America, and we are picking up speed every 
day. Even with the very severe setbacks that we suffered, 
America today is the most economically powerful nation 
in the world. And with all the trends in the right direction, 
employment going up, unemployment going down, with 
the rate of inflation getting lower and lower, with public 
confidence leaping forward, with housing starts up, with 
automobile sales greater, America is showing that we have 
faith in this great free enterprise system. 

We did not panic when the problem got bad, we did 
not succumb to any quick fixes that would have called for 
the people to go and work for the government. We recog- 
nized that five out of the six jobs in this country are in 
the private sector so we had to stimulate the private sector 
with sound economic policies. And when we see the 
results, we know we were right, and we are going to keep 
the same solid, steady, firm, constructive programs in the 
future. And we are not going to buy any quick fixes that 
some are trying to throw at the American people in an 
election year. 

You know, over the 19 months that I have been honored 
to be your President, I vetoed 46 bills. The statisticians 
tell me that is a record. Well, 39 of those bills have been 
sustained by the Congress. And I appreciate that at least 
one-third of the Congress on 39 out of those 46 occasions 
did sustain my vetoes. 

I am pleased because those vetoes that were sustained 
saved the taxpayers of this country $13 billion. And if 
this Congress sends down any more big budget-busting 
spending programs, in an election year, I am going to veto 
them again and again and again and again. 

You know, there is one basic truth that I think we 
all have to understand. I think it cuts across almost any- 
thing. I like to phrase it this way. A government big enough 
to give us everything we want is a government big enough 
to take from us everything we have. 

And so as we try to hold down Federal spending on 
the one hand and try to hold down the growth of govern- 
ment on the other, we have to have a firm course to protect 
the best kind of government, the best system of govern- 
ment that man ever fashioned or put together. It is a 
system that we have that was given to us by our fore- 
fathers laid out with great care and at a great price by 
patriots yearning for freedom. 

We must make certain and positive that this govern- 
ment lives and grows and thrives. It is a government 
that must never be the master of the people. The people 
must control the government. We want the freedom in 
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America to choose our own course, our own lives, to chart 
our own future on our own terms without having the 
government tell us everything we can or cannot do. 

As we look back, America has prospered because that 
kind of government, compared to any other, has shown 
the light and shown the way. Yes, the major contribution 
of our government has been to give people the freedom 
to do things by themselves—to explore, to invent, to build, 
to learn, to speak, and to prosper. Eight generations of 
Americans have enjoyed this freedom and made the most 
of it. What other nation can match the combined eco- 
nomic, agricultural, technological, and military and moral 
strength of America? 

Yes, the elections of 1976 will play an important role 
in deciding what course we chart for America’s future. 
In the last 19 months, we have made a lot of progress by 
doing what is right, but there is much more to be done. 

But if I might add a comment, I don’t think there is 
any reason to trade in your Ford on another model in 
1976. And, therefore, I invite you all, our Wisconsin 
neighbors from Michigan, to walk with me in the path 
of peace on the road to prosperity and the way to victory 
in 1976. 

Why don’t we all sit down and get to the questions. 
This is the greatest audience. I have to call Betty and get 
her to change her mind. 


QUESTIONS 
NATIONALIZED MEDICAL SYSTEM 


Q. In view of all the news items about social medicine 
in Britain, do you feel that socialized medicine in the 
United States could succeed without being a burden to 
the taxpayers? 

Tue Preswent. I think any nationalized medical sys- 
tem, anything comparable to that which they have had in 
Great Britain and in a number of countries, won’t work, 
and I would vigorously oppose it. 


QUALITY OF HONESTY IN A PRESIDENT 


Q. I have a Ford and it is for sale. I want to know if 
you are, too? This goes along with—I think, after the wake 
of Watergate a lot of people are wondering is it possible to 
be President or to run for President without getting in- 
volved in some sort of corruption? 

Tue Presment. I think that is a very good question, 
and the answer is a person can be a President, he can run 
for President and be totally and completely honest. 


FEDERAL RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FUNDS 


Q. Mr. President, I have a question concerning our 
technological progress. What changes do you propose if 
you are elected in 1976 in the way the Nation’s scientific 
effort is conducted, and particularly, are you willing to 


give greater stress to basic research as opposed to applied 
research? 

THE Presment. In the budget that I submitted to the 
Congress for the next fiscal year—I submitted it in Janu- 
ary, it is for what we call fiscal year 1977—I made a very 
conscious decision to increase research and development 
funds for the Federal Government by 11 percent, and | 
specifically increased basic research money in the Federal 
Government by, I think, 14 and 15 percent. 

It is my strong belief that basic research, even though it 
is not as glamourous, is not as spectacular, is fundamental 
if we are going to be able to use what we have in the way 
of applied research. 

Now, in certain areas in the fiscal year 1977 budget, I 
added more and did not add as much in others, In the 
area of energy research, we increased the funds on an 
average of about 31 percent. In the area of solar energy, as 
I recall, we increased the funding some 40 percent; in 
geothermal, a significant increase. But across the board, 
in the Federal Government, the recommendations from 
me as President to the Congress showed an 11 percent in- 
crease in research and about a 14 percent increase in basic 
research money. 

I might add that was not easy in a year when we were 
trying to cut back on expenditure in a good many other 
areas. But I have a firm belief that if America is to con- 
tinue to move ahead and to keep ahead, we have to have 
not only as much funding as we possibly can in basic and 
applied research by the Federal Government, but we have 
to offer incentives for industry, for industry itself to spend 
its funds in the area of both basic as well as applied 
research. 

AMERICA’S LEADERSHIP ROLE 


Q. I was inspired by a song I believe John Wayne 
recorded not too long ago about how the Americans are 
always going out for other countries, And, well, you know, 
as soon as some country is in trouble, right away America 
gives them their help, and when we need help the other 
countries don’t lift a finger for us. What do you have to say 
about that? 

Tue Presment. I believe that the United States, be- 
cause of our size, our strength, not only in material things, 
but morally and spiritually, we have to assume a leader- 
ship role in the world. Maybe we don’t necessarily like it 
every time the burden is thrust on us, but fate has given 
us certain great assets, and when those assets are given to 
us, we have an obligation, in my opinion, to help others 
in a responsible and a reasonable way. 

It is my feeling that America is looked upon by people 
all over the world and that where we can, we ought to 
help the underdeveloped nations. Where we can, we ought 
to help nations or people who want freedom in nations 
where it does not exist. That does not mean we have to go 
all over the world on every occasion, but I think the 
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leadership role that has been thrust upon us by fate we 
must assume for freedom and for survival. And, therefore, 
if we do it right, we can continue to have that leadership 
role, which I think is something we should be proud of if 
we use it well. 


NEED FOR U.S. MILITARY CAPABILITY IN INDIAN OCEAN 


Q. I am acitizen of Australia, and I wonder, in light of 
that, if you could tell me the attitude of your Government 
and your naval forces to the Indian Ocean, especially 
Diego Garcia and things like that? 

Tue Preswent. The policy of the United States Gov- 
ermment in reference to the Indian Ocean is that we 
should have a minimal military capability on the island of 
Diego Garcia, minimal military capability. This objective 
of our Government is strongly supported by the new 
Fraser government in Australia. It was opposed by the 
Whitham government that was just thrown out in the 
last election. 

The reason we feel a minimal military capability on 
Diego Garcia Island is essential is, that if we don’t have it, 
the United States has no other military operating base of 
any consequence. And with the Soviet Union having the 
capability of operating out of Somalia, out of other Indian 
Ocean bases, it is essential that we at least have this 
operating base there, so that we can coordinate our activi- 
ties with our friends and allies, such as Australia, in mak- 
ing certain, that no other nation seeks through military 
force to dominate the Indian Ocean and to dominate the 
land-based areas around there. 


WHITE HOUSE CONFERENCE ON LIBRARIES 
AND INFORMATION SERVICES 


Q. My question is, when will you be appointing 15 citi- 
zens to the advisory board for the 1977 White House Con- 
ference on Libraries and Information Services, since a 
college student has already been recommended to you by 
the Wisconsin National Committeeman Harvey J. Fish? 

Tue Presment. The Personnel Office of the White 
House is in the process of trying to collect the names of 
citizens all over this country that will make up the ad- 
visory board. I can’t give you the precise time or date that 
those recommendations will come from the White House 
Personnel Board [Office], but I will check on it. I know 
they are in the process. I think we ought to have the kind 
of a White House conference you are talking about. 
Whether we can do it this year or not, I can’t make a com- 
mitment, but libraries are an essential part of our intel- 
lectual, academic areas, and we ought to have a White 
House conference. We will, but I can’t give you a precise 
time schedule either on the names or on the conference. 


ANGOLAN SITUATION 


©. Do you support Mr. Kissinger’s belief that the 
United States will be interpreted as weak in the eyes of 


the Kremlin because of our failure to respond to Angola, 
and do you feel that this makes a mockery of the détente 
envisioned by Secretary Kissinger? 

Tue Present. I think the Congress of the United 
States made a very serious mistake when they denied me, 
as President, the capability to help, with very limited 
amounts of money, two of the three forces in Angola that 
were trying to settle Angola’s problems by Angolans. 

If we had gotten the very limited amount of money 
that I thought should be utilized to help these two An- 
golan groups—the UNITA and the FNLA—I think they 
could have found a negotiated way for a coalition gov- 
ernment. But because the Congress failed to help and 
assist, the Cuban dominated 12,000 mercenaries, plus 
Soviet equipment of some $200 million, with the help 
and assistance of the MPLA, now dominate Angola. It is 
a very rich country, with a very great potential, and it 
was a serious mistake that the action of the Congress re- 
sulted in the Soviet Union and Cuba, in effect, taking 
over that country. I think it is a serious mistake with broad 
ramifications in the future. 


MARIJUANA REFORM 


Q. I would like to know your views on marijuana 
reform. 

THE Preswent. I don’t believe on the basis of the 
scientific evidence that we have available today that we 
should decriminalize the use of marijuana. 


SOCIAL SECURITY TRUST FUND 


Q. My question relates to social security. In 1965, the 
maximum amount of social security paid on behalf of any 
one person was a maximum of $348. Now in 1976 some- 
one earning $15,300 pays a combined employee-employer 
total of $1,790, so in just over 10 years we have had a 414 
percent increase in the cost to middle-income American 
taxpayers. And apparently there is no end in sight because 
a deficit occurred this year for the first time so more and 
more money is going to have to be raised. So your solution 
is to increase regressiveness of that tax by increasing an- 
other three-tenths of 1 percent and further burdening the 
low-and-middle-income taxpayers in this country. 

I would suggest that maybe a better approach would 
be completely reevaluate this program, perhaps make an 
optional one, or else use general revenue funds to finance 
it in order to shift the burden to those who can afford to 


pay it. 
INDIANA-MICHIGAN BASKETBALL GAME 


After you answer that question, I would like an opinion 
on who do you think is going to win—Michigan or 
Indiana? 

Tue Presment. I will answer the last question first. I 
am delighted that two Big Ten teams are in the finals of 
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the NCAA basketball championship. But if you review the 
history of the two times Michigan and Indiana played this 
year, Michigan lost the first game by six points and they 
forced Indiana into an overtime in the second game, so 
don’t count Michigan out. 

But let me answer the other question, and I am glad 
you brought it up. It is a very serious problem that we are 
facing. The Social Security Trust Fund this year will have 
a deficit between income and outgo of $3 billion. Next 
year it will have a deficit of $3.5 to $4 billion, the next 
year it will be closer to $5 billion. At the present time, we 
have a trust fund of about $40 billion, so if we do nothing, 
you are bound to have, in a relatively short period of time, 
some time early in the 1980's, a deficit. There won’t be 
any trust fund. So you really have about three different 
answers. You can neither do as I recommended, which I 
think is the honest and straightforward approach, to say 
that we have got to increase the taxes three-tenths of 1 
‘percent or one-sixth of 1 percent on the employer and the 
employee. 

What does that mean to the employee who would be 
taxed the most? It is less than $1 a week, less than $52 a 
year, I think it comes out to $49 a year. That is one an- 
swer. The other answer is, well, we can increase the earn- 
ing base. It is now $15,400 as I recollect. Some people 
want to raise that to some $25,000 or $30,000. Another 
one is the suggestion that you have made, to take it out of 
the general funds, to destroy the concept that people on 
social security earn it and have a right to a payment out 
of it. I disagree with that approach. 

I think you can take one of the two other approaches— 
the one I recommended is the be‘ter. But let me answer 
the question of regressivity. You argue that under my ap- 
proach it is regressive in its tax method. That is partially 
true as to the taxation, but let’s turn the coin over. When 
the people start to get the benefits, the people in the lower 
income area get the most benefits. So they pay less, but 
they get more, so it balances out in the end. And for that 
reason, I recommended the approach that I did. I think 
it is an honest and a sound approach. 


THE PRESIDENT S VIEW OF ECONOMIC DEMOCRACY 


Q. Mr. President, my question is that the People’s 
Bicentennial Commission has come out with a platform 
on economic democracy, and I was wondering what your 
opinion is of economic democracy? 

Tue Presment. What is my opinion of economic 
democracy? I must confess I have not read what the 
Bicentennial Commission has used in its definition. But I 
would say that economic democracy means that we have 
an opportunity in our economic system for an individual 
to make his way up the ladder on the economic scale. He 
is not frozen forever once he starts into a certain area of 
employment. He has the right to move around the coun- 
try, to move from one job to another, to determine for 


himself what he, as an individual, is best at and wants to 
do the years of his employment throughout the country, 
From the point of view of the business community, 
economic democracy to me means that the business com- 
munity is not run by the government. The business com- 
munity is run for the benefit of its stockholders, its 
employees, and for the public as a whole, and that the 
heavy hand of government does not run it. And if we can 
get the freedom of the individual and the freedom of the 
industrial sector, we can keep what I like to believe is the 
greatest economic system in the history of mankind. 


THE FEDERAL BUREAUCRACY 


Q. Mr. President, what do you plan to do about bu- 
reaucracy? There are so many agencies and it seems that 
it gets so knotted in redtape it is not getting anything done. 

THe PrEswENT. I am sure glad you asked that ques- 
tion because I have got a good answer. [Laughter] In the 
first place, we have got to stop adding agencies to the 
Federal Government. And let me give you one that I have 
said I am going to veto if the Congress is so unwise to send 
it down to the White House. I don’t think we need another 
fat bureaucracy called the Consumer Protection Agency. 

But we also have the responsibility of trying to make 
sure that those agencies that do exist do a better job. 
When I became President, I told the Office of Manage- 
ment and Budget that they had to cut 40,000 out of the 
projected increase in Federal employment. Actually, we 
cut out 56,000 and the total employment for the Federal 
Government in the next year’s budget, as I recall, goes 
down about 22,000 more. So, we are gradually squeezing 
the existing bureaucracy so that it is more effective and 
more efficient, and in the meantime, we are trying to 
stop Congress from flooding us with new departments, 
new agencies, and I think we are making some headway. 

One other point. When I was in the Congress, when 
I was Vice President, and now as President, I keep hear- 
ing that individuals and businesses are overwhelmed with 
forms, government information requests, so I asked the 
Office of Management and Budget how many Federal 
Government forms are there that are sent out to indi- 
viduals or to groups or businesses. It was 5,200. I issued 
an order—and it darn well better be lived up to—that 
they had to cut that 10 percent in the next 12 months, 
and they have a couple of months to go. 


ANGOLAN SITUATION 


Q. Congress finally ended a slaughter in Vietnam, and 
now you want to get us involved in a similar situation in 
Angola? 

Tue Present. The answer is categorically no. The 
firm commitment made to the Congress was that not one 
single U.S. citizen, military or otherwise, would be sent 
to Angola, but we did say that we would give to the two 
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groups in Angola who wanted to establish an Angolan 
Government—not a Cuban or a Soviet Government—the 
money to help establish that Angolan Government: There 
was a firm commitment that we would not become 
involved. 

Q. Yes, Mr. Ford, but weapons kill people. 

Tue Preswent. What do you think the Cuban 12,000 
mercenaries did to other Angolans? 

Q. They made the same mistakes we made in Vietnam. 

Tue Preswent. Well, we would be delighted if Cuba 
would withdraw those 12,000 mercenaries and let the 
Angolans establish and run their own government. That 
would be the proper solution, and that is what we wanted. 

Q. I just want to say one more thing. 

THe PRESENT. Sure. 

Q. If we had sent arms to Angola, the truth is that 
war would still be going on, just as it did in Vietnam. For 
10 years that war went on. People were needlessly killed. 

Tue Preswent. I respectfully disagree with you. But I 
know that Angola is not well off with the 12,000 Cuban 
mercenaries and the kinds of influence that the Soviet 
Union now exercises in that vital part of South Africa, 
it is just not healthy. 

Q. Mr. President, it is getting late, and thank you for 
coming. 

THE PrEswENT. We ought to take a few more. We will 
take two more over here and two more over there. Betty 
won’t mind if I get home a little late. 

Q. How about three over here. I have a good question. 

Tue Present. All right, three on each side. 


PRESIDENTIAL CAMPAIGN EFFORTS 


Q. Mr. President, I am a precinct chairman here, and 
as I recall, when you were here before, we were talking, 
and I told you I would try to find “There is a Ford in 
your future” sign for the background. Now, to help us 
ensure a Ford in our future again for the next 4 years, 
what sort of advice could you give us precinct workers 
for a grass roots support in getting people out to vote? 

THE Preswent. I spoke to the California State Re- 
publican Convention this morning in Fresno, California, 
and they had a woman’s organization—I have forgotten 
the precise title—among the Republicans. They said they 
called it “Walk the precincts to get the grass root vote 
out.” They go door to door, and they are going to do it 
all over the State of California. I think that kind of a man- 
power effort, plus good programs, both domestically and 
internationally, its the best way to ensure that our philos- 
ophy is favorably considered in November of 1976. You 
can’t beat that kind of effort. 


FEDERAL ASSISTANCE TO NEW YORK CITY 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to ask you a question 
on New York. What will you do if New York City still 
finds themselves in trouble, and also, there are other major 


cities across the United States also in economic problems. 
Will you give them aid if it comes down to the time they 
will default? 

Tue Presment. The program that finally resulted 
from negotiations with the Congress means that on June 
30 New York City will pay back everything they have 
borrowed in the last 3 months, and the word I got just 
before I left Washington several days ago was they were 
going to make that payment. 

I am delighted that they have made the reductions in 
their employment in the city. They have renegotiated 
some of the contracts that they have had. They have cut 
back on a number of the services that were bloated. In 
all honesty, New York City has done everything we ex- 
pected them to, and they are going to make that payment 
on June 30 with interest, incidentally. So we came out of 
it pretty well. I have to say it was not easy, though, and 
I was not sure that I would have been too welcome in 
New York City for a while. 


THE AMERICAN FAMILY 


Q. Mr. President, presently I am serving as a mission- 
ary in La Crosse with the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter 
Day Saints of the Mormon Church. I felt very comfort- 
able about your comment about the American family. 
And during the time I have been on my mission, I have 
been able to associate with a lot of people, I have had 
time to ponder our country’s problems and its situations in 
world affairs, and especially its problems within itself. 

Now, you may know that to us families are very im- 
portant. And as I have looked at world situations and 
situations within our country I have noticed when we get 
down to the root of our problems it always goes back to 
the family and the family organization. And as we look 
at our country we know that things we have as a country 
today were founded on that family. I wonder what your 
feelings are about and your ideas of how we could 
strengthen families nationally as a family unit down to 
the detail of the family. 

Tue Present. I don’t think you can pass a law to 
strengthen the family. I think the strength of the family 
has to come from the parents, from the way they live. 
I think parer‘s have to set the example. I was lucky to 
have two wonderful parents. We tried to carry on, my 
wife and myself, in the same way, and we are lucky to 
have four wonderful children. I think that is the only 
way that we can achieve what you want and what I be- 
lieve in and what I think is a fundamental in this coun- 
try. And I am encouraged. I think there is a rebirth of 
that feeling in America. 


THE ROLE OF NONVOTING YOUTH IN THE 
ELECTION PROCESS 


Q. Mr. President, I am a high school student. And I 
would like to know what role you think the non-voting 
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youth can play in government, and if you would be willing 
to accept advice from us because I think we are interested 
and we do campaign for Presidential candidates. 

Tue Preswent. When I was in Congress, I got a lot 
of non-voting advice from my own four children, believe 
me. But I think it is important for young people who are 
not yet 18 to have an opportunity to vote. I strongly sup- 
ported the constitutional amendment that made it possi- 
ble for 18 year olds to vote. Many people said it would 
be unhealthy, that they were not qualified. I think their 
participation has been excellent. 

I think we should be proud of the role they played and 
the ones who are in junior high school and high school— 
working with their parents, helping with their own politi- 
cal organization whether it is Republican or Democratic. 
You can play a very meaningful role. You can have an 
influence on your mother and your father and your uncle 
and your aunt and your grandmother and grandfather. 

So, just because you may be about 1742 does not 
mean you can’t be a participant. You can do something 
to influence others, and you can get people to the polls. 
And we have to get a maximum vote in 1976 to prove 
to the world that we love and cherish our democracy. 
We can’t neglect the right to vote. 


AMERICAN BUSINESS PRACTICES IN FOREIGN COUNTRIES 


Q. Mr. President, I would like to thank you for letting 
me speak because I am usually the first guy that hits the red 
light. My question is this, We all know about the major 
repercussions that have taken place in the past month be- 
cause-of the plethora of payoffs by American corpora- 
tions like Lockheed. Now, the governments of the world 
are dealing with the individuals who receive the money 
like it was an illegal act. How is the United States Gov- 
ernment going to control American corporations paying 
off people or individuals in other countries? 

THE PrEswENT. I am in the process of establishing a 
Cabinet-level commission headed by the Secretary of 
Commerce who will study not only our domestic ramifica- 
tions but the worldwide ramifications of the revelations 
that have been public knowledge in the last several 
months. I think it is a very serious matter. I have the firm 
personal conviction that we can’t tolerate any businesses 
from the United States, of course, violating our own laws, 
but I think they have to live up to the laws of the coun- 
tries in which they do business. 

Now, that is a firm, broad conviction but this Cabinet- 
level commission or committee will delve into the domestic 
as well as international ramifications in detail, It is a very 
complicated matter, and for me to give you any pat solu- 
tion other than a basic concept, I think, would be a dis- 
service. It has got to be solved. And I think we can come 
up with this commission that will include as Chairman, 
the Secretary of Commerce, Mr. Elliot Richardson. 

Q. Mr. President, does America or does the United 


States consider it an illegal act for payoffs at the present 
time? Is it an illegal act? 

Tue Present. If it violates any law in the country in 
which that company operates, definitely. And there are in- 
vestigations undergoing at the Securities and Exchange 
Commission now to find out whether some of these al- 
legations are true and if they are true whether the pay- 
ments are illegal. Many of them were made under quite 
different circumstances, one from another, And for me 
to give you a broad answer as to all of them I think is not 
a proper way to respond, because the circumstances dif- 
fer in one country to another, and that is why we are going 
to have this investigation on the broadest possible scale, 

America must compete if we are going to sell American 
products abroad. We have to compete fairly and within 
the law. But that competition has to be equal with others 
from other countries, so it may have to resolve itself around 
some international code of conduct, if it is possible. It just 
is not an answer that I can say black or white. It is going 
to require a great deal of study and this group will be 
shortly underway, as I have indicated. 


EMPLOYMENT OF YOUNG PEOPLE 


Q. Mr. President, I am a high school student, and I 
was wondering what your views are on teenage kids work- 
ing, the ones that are under 18. 

Tue Preswent. I have long felt that under our mini- 
mum wage legislation we ought to have what they call a 
youth differential which would mean that an employer 
could pay a bit less to young people so that that individual 
could have a job rather than standing on the street corner. 
I think that makes sense, and I believe it makes sense from 
the point of view of the employer, because a young person 
is not normally as well qualified as a person who has had 
some experience. So a youth differential in our minimum 
wage legislation, I think, would be a step forward to give 
young people an opportunity to earn money and to stay 
off the street corners and have a lot of fun all the time. 

I guess that is three and three and it has been great. I 
love you, and I would like to stay over, but thanks for 
being here and thanks for the wonderful reception. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 7:50 p.m. 


Defense Distinguished Service Medal 


The President’s Remarks Upon Presenting the Medals 
in a Ceremony at the Department of Defense. 
March 29, 1976 


Secretary Rumsfeld, honored Ambassadors, distinguished 
guests, ladies and gentlemen: 

I greatly welcome the opportunity to join you here 
today in honoring these three outstanding men who have 
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grved as their countries’ representatives in the North At- 
lantic Council—Ambassador de Staercke of Belgium, 
Ambassador de Rosa of France, and Ambassador Bruce 
of the United States. 

In paying this tribute we reaffirm our commitment to 
our defense, to our way of life, and to the cause of free- 
dom everywhere. This is the responsibility of all of the 
nations of the North Atlantic Alliance and, most particu- 
larly, it is the responsibility of the world’s most powerful 
country, the United States. 

In this American Bicentennial Year we are reminded 
of our duty to safeguard the heritage of democracy and of 
liberty. If we fail, there is no one to take our place. 

Over the past year, it has been my privilege to meet 
both in Washington and in Brussels with the Ambassadors 
that we honor here today. I have found a very remarkable 
new unity among all the nations of the Alliance on polit- 
ical developments in Europe and on the continuing re- 
sponsibilities of collective defense. Each of the men we 
honor has given more than his full measure of clear 
sighted and dedicated service that we are all called upon 
to show. 

Ambassador de Staercke has given more than 25 years 
of service to NATO, spanning the service of 10 U.S. Am- 
bassadors, and making in the truest sense of the word a 
lasting contribution to the solidarity of the West. I would 
note that our ties with Belgium bilaterally and in the 
Alliance are truly outstanding. 

The strength and the durability of our ties are expressed 
in special measure by one of the countries represented 
here today. France is our oldest ally, and in our Bicenten- 
nial Year it is with special warmth that we reaffirm the 
closeness of the United States’ relations with France. 

Ambassador de Rosa, in a long and distinguished diplo- 
matic career, has earned an enviable reputation for the 
skill with which he has represented France, whose role is 
so important to the security and well-being of the West. 
I know from Secretaries Kissinger and Rumsfeld that 
Ambassador de Rosa’s analytical powers and eloquence 
enlivened and dignified the deliberations of the North 
Atlantic Council and were a source of much wisdom. 

A little more than a month ago it was my pleasure to 
confer the highest civilian award of the United States, the 
Medal of Freedom with Distinction, on David Bruce. His 
outstanding service over half a century of public life has 
been a unique contribution to American diplomacy and 
Atlantic unity that will never be equalled. 

What we should do and what we must do to honor 
these men today in a truly meaningful way is to ensure 
that we maintain our strength and that with that strength 
we safeguard the peace and defend the values that have 
made our societies great and produced men such as these. 

In the final analysis, the success of our diplomacy for 
peace depends upon our strength. The world’s security 


depends upon our knowledge and the world’s knowledge 
that we are strong and prepared to defend ourselves when 
challenged. 

Our adversaries know that the military strength of the 
United States is unsurpassed anywhere in the world 
today. They know that the United States is committed to 
a strong and powerful alliance in Europe, but they also 
know that the trend of relative military strength has been 
changing over the past decade and more. We remain 
unsurpassed and we shall keep it that way. That is why 
we must not only persevere in seeking greater stability in 
the world but we must also be willing to spend greater 
amounts on our own defenses in the United States. 

Since becoming President, I have submitted the two 
biggest defense budgets in peacetime history. I am deeply 
disturbed that some Members of our own Congress, ap- 
parently oblivious to the realities of today’s world, now 
seek to make sizeable reductions in the defense budget that 
I submitted for the coming year. That budget is a mini- 
mum budget. There is no room for major reduction. 

I want to serve notice today that if the Congress sends 
me a defense budget that shortchanges the future safety 
of the American people, I will veto that defense bill, 
unprecedented though that might be, and go directly to 
our fellow citizens, 215 million strong, on this life and 
death issue. Nothing is more vital than our own national 
security. 

All of us recognize that the aim of our Alliance is not 
strength for its own sake but strength for peace. Our aim 
in Europe is security and the true relaxation of tension— 
not perpetual confrontation. The stability that we have 
ensured in Europe by maintaining the military balance 
for 30 years, which we must maintain, creates opportuni- 
ties for confident diplomacy. To diffuse powder kegs such 
as Berlin or to negotiate on mutual and balanced force 
reductions—this. has been NATO’s declared policy for 
nearly a decade. 

The stability also creates opportunities for building 
bridges, for seeking greater communication and under- 
standing among peoples of Eastern Europe, the Soviet 
Union, and the West. It builds an environment in which 
free movements of people and ideas can take place. 

As I stated emphatically before, all of the leaders of 
the Communist as well as the Western countries of 
Europe, there can be no true security and cooperation in 
Europe until human rights and freedom are expanded 
everywhere. The United States and the Atlantic Alliance 
stand for freedom. That is our policy and that is the policy 
of the American people. 

And so, gentlemen, as we honor each of you we also 
honor our own highest principles, and we are reminded 
of our duty. May we serve it as well as each of you have 
served. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 11:50 a.m. 
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Limitation on Dry Milk Mixtures and 
Certain Other Imports 


The President’s Letter to the Chairman of the United 
States International Trade Commission. Dated 
March 26,1976. Released March 29, 1976 


Dear Mr. Chairman: 

Pursuant to Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act, as amended, I have been advised by the Secretary of 
Agriculture, and I agree with him, that there is reason to 
believe that mixtures of dried milk and other ingredients 
are being and are practically certain to be imported under 
such conditions and in such quantities as to render or tend 
to render ineffective, or materially interfere with, the price 
support program for milk undertaken by the Department 
of Agriculture, or to reduce substantially the amount of 
products processed in the United States from domestic 
milk. 

Specifically, reference is made to the following 
mixtures: 

Dried milk (described in items 115.45, 115.50, 
115.55, and 118.05) which contains not over 5.5 
percent by weight of butterfat and which is mixed 
with other ingredients, including but not limited to 
sugar, if such mixtures are capable of being further 
processed or mixed with similar or other ingredients 
and are not prepared for marketing to the retail con- 
sumers in the identical form and package in which 
imported; all the foregoing mixtures wherever clas- 
sified under the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States. 

The Secretary has also advised me, pursuant to Section 
22(b) of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended, 
that a condition exists requiring emergency treatment 
with respect to these mixtures and has, therefore, recom- 
mended that I take immediate action under Section 22 
(b) to restrict the quantity of the aforementioned mix- 
tures, which may be entered. It is my intention promptly 
to issue a proclamation establishing a quota of zero pounds 
for the aforementioned mixtures, such quota to continue 
in effect pending Presidential action upon receipt of the 
report and recommendation of the United States Interna- 
tional Trade Commission with respect thereto. 

The United States International Trade Commission is 
therefore directed to make an immediate investigation 
under Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as 
amended, to determine whether the above-described mix- 
tures are being, or are practically certain to be, imported 
under such conditions and in such quantities as to render 
or tend to render ineffective or materially interfere with 
the price support program now conducted by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture for milk, or to reduce substantially 
the amount of products processed in the United States 


from domestic milk, and to report its findings and recom. 
mendations to me at the earliest practicable date. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has further advised me 
that the monetary limitation in headnote 2(b) of Part 3 
of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United 
States for the exclusion from the quota restrictions pro- 
vided for in Part 3 of articles (except cotton and cotton 
waste) with an aggregate value of not over $10 in any 
shipment, if imported as samples for taking orders, for 
the personal use of the importer, or for research, is no 
longer a realistic figure. This limitation was originally 
established by Presidential Proclamation No. 3025 of 
June 30, 1953. The Secretary has recommended that an 
adjustment of this limitation be made, and that the au- 
thority for making such an adjustment and any further 
adjustments which may become necessary in the future 
be vested in ‘he Secretary of Agriculture. The Commission 
is therefore further directed to advise me with respect to 
this recommendation, including the amounts of any in- 
creases deemed appropriate at the present time. 

Sincerely, 
GERALD R. Forp 


[The Honorable Will E. Leonard, Chairman, United States Inter. 
national Trade Commission, Washington, D.C. 20436] 


Import Limitation on Dry 
Milk Mixtures 


Proclamation 4423. Dated March 26, 1976. 
Released March 29, 1976 


By the President of the United States of | America 
a Proclamation 


Import quota limitations have been imposed on certain 
dairy products, including dried milk, pursuant to the pro- 
visions of Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment Act, 
as amended (7 U.S.C. 624). Those limitations are set 
forth in Part 3 of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules 
of the United States, which schedules are hereinafter 
referred to as TSUS, under items 950.01, 950.02, and 
950.03, and relate to products classified for tariff purposes 
under items 115.45, 115.50, 115.55, 115.60, and 118.05 
of Schedule 1 of the TSUS. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has advised me that he 
has reason to believe that dry milk, containing not more 
than 5.5 percent butterfat by weight, mixed with other 
ingredients, and thus classified for tariff purposes under 
items of the TSUS other than the items referenced above, 
are being, and are practically certain to be, imported 
under such conditions and in such quantities as to render 
or tend to render ineffective, or materially interfere with, 
the price support program now conducted by the Depart- 
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ment of Agriculture for milk, or to reduce substantially 
the amount of products processed in the United States 
from domestic milk. 

I agree that there is reason for such belief by the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, and, therefore, have requested the 
United States International Trade Commission to make 
an immediate investigation with respect to this matter, 
pursuant to said Section 22. 

The Secretary of Agriculture has also determined and 
reported to me with regard to such dry milk mixtures 
that a condition exists which requires emergency treatment 
and that the import restrictions hereinafter proclaimed 
should be imposed immediately without awaiting the 
recommendations of the United States International 
Trade Commission. 

On the basis of the information submitted to me, I 
find and declare that: 

(a) Such dry milk mixtures are being imported, or 
are practically certain to be imported, into the United 
States under such conditions and in such quantities as to 
render or tend to render ineffective, or materially inter- 
fere with, the price support program now conducted by 
the Department of Agriculture for milk, or to reduce 
substantially the amount of products processed in the 
United States from domestic milk; 

(b) a condition exists which requires the immediate 
imposition of the import limitations hereinafter set forth, 
without awaiting the recommendations of the United 
States International Trade Commission with respect to 
such action; 

(c) there is no representative period, within the mean- 
ing of the first proviso to subsection (b) of the said Sec- 
tion 22, for imports of the said dry milk mixtures; and 

(d) the imposition of the import limitation hereinafter 
proclaimed is necessary in order that the entry, or with- 
drawal from warehouse, for consumption of such dry 
milk mixtures will not render or tend to render ineffective, 
or materially interfere with, the price support program 
now conducted by the Department of Agriculture for 
milk, or reduce substantially the amount of products 
processed in the United States from domestic milk. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GeraLp R. Forp, President of 
the United States of America, by virtue of the authority 
vested in me by Section 22 of the Agricultural Adjustment 
Act, as amended, do hereby proclaim that Part 3 of the 
Appendix to the TSUS is amended by adding after item 
950.18 the following: 
” Quota 

Quan- 
tity 
Articles 
950.19 Dried milk (described in items 115.45, 115.50, None 
115.55, and 118.05) which contains not over 
5.5 percent by weight of butterfat and which is 
mixed with other ingredients, including but not 
limited to sugar, if such mixtures are capable of 
being further processed or mixed with similar or 
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other ingredients and are not prepared for mar- 
keting to the retail consumers in the identical 
form and package in which imported; all the 
foregoing mixtures wherever classified under the 
Tariff Schedules of the United States. a 


Pending Presidential action upon receipt of the report 
and recommendations of the United States International 
Trade Commission with respect thereto, the limitation 
established by item 950.19 shall be applicable to articles 
entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for consumption 
on and after the effective date of this proclamation. Arti- 
cles which were exported to the United States on a 
through bill of lading or which were in a bonded ware- 
house, but not entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption prior to the date of publication of this procla- 


-mation, shall not be denied entry under the import limita- 


tion herein proclaimed. 
This proclamation shall be effective on the second day 
following the day it is published in the Federal Register.’ 
In Witness Wuereor, I have hereunto set my hand 
this twenty-sixth day of March, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-six, and of the Independence 
of the United States of America the two hundredth. 


GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 10:58 a.m., 
March 26, 1976] 


Cancer Control Month, 1976 
Proclamation 4424. March 29, 1976 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 

The National Cancer Program, representing both Fed- 
eral agencies and non-Federal organizations, is the most 
massive undertaking of its kind. 

Through the Program, established by the National 
Cancer Act of 1971, and given new vitality by the amend- 
ments of 1974, we are continuing to explore the causes 
and eventual control of cancer. Cancers are being detected 
earlier, making them more amenable to diagnosis and 
treatment. Surgery, radiation, and chemotherapy are 
making further inroads on cancer and immunotherapy 
shows bright promise of joining them as a means of treat- 
ment. Research findings on the disease are now reaching 
the practicing physician faster than ever before. 

Although we can take pride in these accomplishments, 
current cancer statistics remind us that we cannot be 
apathetic. It is estimated that 675,000 new cases of cancer 
will be diagnosed in our country in 1976. That means 





1 The effective date of Proclamation 4423 is March 31, 1976. 
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about 370,000 people will die of the disease. Only through 
relentless, aggressive support of cancer research and con- 
trol can we eventually reduce these figures to an absolute 

In order to give continuing emphasis to the cancer 
problem, the Congress, by a joint resolution of March 28, 
1938 (52 Stat. 148, 36 U.S.C. 150), requested the Presi- 
dent to issue annually a proclamation designating the 
month of April as Cancer Control Month. 


Now, THEREFORE, I, GeraLp R. Forp, President of ~ 


the United States of America, do hereby proclaim the 
month of April, 1976, as Cancer Control Month, and I 
invite the Governors of the several States and the Com- 
monwealth of Puerto Rico, the Mayor of the District 
of Columbia, and the appropriate officials of all other 
areas under the United States flag to issue similar 
proclamations. 

I also ask the medical and health professions, the com- 
munications media, and all other interested persons and 
groups to unite during this appointed time in public re- 
affirmation of our Nation’s abiding commitment to can- 
cer control. 

In Wrrness WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this twenty-ninth day of March, in the year of our Lord 
nineteen hundred seventy-six, and of the Independence of 
the United States of America the two hundredth. 


GERALD R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 4:33 p.m., 
March 29, 1976] 


Budget Rescission Legislation 


Statement by the President on Signing H.R. 11665. 
March 29, 1976 


I have signed H.R. 11665, a bill that will save the tax- 
payer $75.8 million. These savings are small in comparison 
with our total Federal budget. However, we should be 
grateful when the Congress agrees to save any amount. 

This $75 million bill is the Congress’ response to my 
request that we save the taxpayer $3 billion in budget 
rescissions. I regret that the congressional response is but 
a small token of the real need for fiscal restraint. 

Under the new congressional budget procedures estab- 
lished in 1974, the President can propose savings to the 
Congress by suggesting rescissions of appropriations 
already made. However, if the Congress fails to agree 
after 45 days, the President must spend the funds. 

Last fall, I reviewed the appropriations already made by 
the Congress. After considering our overall spending and 
deficit position and the individual merit of the programs 
funded by the Congress, I recommended rescissions total- 


ing $3.1 billion. The bill I am signing today is the Con. 
gress’ pitiful response to that rescission request. 

While it is often the case that events in Washington 
are viewed in isolation—as though they are unrelated— 
everyone should understand that in budget matters, all 
spending adds to the total. This case is no exception. 
Congressional inaction on my rescission proposals will, 
over the next few years, lead to $3 billion in Federal 
spending, which will either be collected from the taxpayer 
or added to our budget deficit. 

If this were the only spendthrift action by the Congress, 
perhaps we could accommodate it. But unfortunately, 
this action appears to be only a further indication of a 
lack of fiscal discipline in the Congress. 

For example, the congressional committees appear to 
be seriously considering spending targets and deficits for 
fiscal year 1977 $15 to $20 billion above the levels I have 
recommended. 

In my January budget, I proposed that 1977 budget 
outlays be held under $395 billion. To reach this total, 
I proposed specific legislative actions—including rescis- 
sions—that would save $8.2 billion. By failing to enact 
most of the rescissions I have proposed, the Congress has 
significantly eroded the potential savings. Even if the 
Congress agrees to the remainder of my recommendations, 
the Federal deficit will be almost $77 billion in 1976 and 
$44 billion in 1977. 

Once again, I urge the Congress to recognize the need 
for fiscal restraint. Once again, I must warn the Congress 
that its actions—and inactions—are pushing us little by 
little toward higher spending and bigger government, 
toward higher taxes and unnecessary Federal involvement 
in all our lives. 


NOTE: As enacted, the bill (H.R. 11665) is Public Law 94-249, ap- 
proved March 25, 1976. 


Foreign Assistance Appropriations Bill 


The President’s Letter to Senator Edward W. Brooke 
Expressing Reservations About Several Provisions of 
H.R. 12203. March 29, 1976 


Dear Ed: 

I wish to inform you of my serious reservations regard- 
ing several provisions of H.R. 12203, the foreign assist- 
ance appropriations bill, which you will soon consider in 
conference committee. 

The security assistance levels I requested for FY 76 and 
the Transition Quarter were subject to the most rigorous 
study and analysis before their submission, and in my 
judgment represent a balanced and adequate program, 
sufficient for the minimum needs of our friends abroad 
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but within the budgetary limits required in a period of 
qusterity at home. Accordingly, I must oppose both the 
ignificant reductions and additions which have been 
made to my original budget proposals. 

I strongly oppose Senate action adding nearly $800 
million in program terms to my budget requests for For- 
eign Military Sales Credits and Security Supporting As- 
sistance for the Transition Quarter. In formulating my 
proposals for FY 1976, I took into account the added re- 
quirements of the Transition Quarter. Although I would 
like to be able to do more for our allies and friends, I am 
firmly convinced that the total level of funds already re- 
quested in FY 1976, as distributed in my original request, 
are adequate to meet the minimum needs of the recipients 
without placing unacceptable strains on our budget. In 
view of pressing and unmet needs in other areas of the 
budget, such an increase in funding for FMS and Sup- 
porting Assistance in the Transition Quarter is not war- 
ranted. Moreover, its proposed narrow distribution—par- 
ticularly when taken together with the cuts in MAP— 
will be seriously disruptive of our relations with many 
countries. I will regard as unacceptable foreign assistance 
appropriations which include such substantial and in- 
equitably distributed additional funding. 

I am further deeply disturbed with the “express ap- 
proval” requirement contained in Title I of the Senate 
bill, This provision represents an unwarranted and un- 
constitutional intrusion on the powers of the Executive 
Branch by attempting to substitute the judgment of con- 
gressional committees for that of the Executive Branch 
agencies duly constituted to administer our foreign as- 
sistance programs. It raises the spectre of lengthy delays 
while individual projects or project amendments are re- 
viewed in detail by congressional staffs, thus hampering 
the ability of the United States to respond rapidly to un- 
predictable changes in world events. Even if prior ap- 
proval by the full Congress were appropriate, the provi- 
sion is still constitutionally defective in that it delegates 
the legislative functions of the entire Congress to the re- 
spective committees. While we are fully prepared to keep 
the Congress informed of significant program changes 
during the fiscal year, the Senate provision is unacceptable 
and I would urge that it be stricken. 

Finally, I am profoundly disappointed that both the 
Senate and House have approved only $225.0 million for 
grant military assistance— considerably below my re- 
quested level of $394.5 million. This action will mean 
substantial cuts in many grant military aid programs of 
great importance to the United States. Serious reductions 
will be necessary in the program for Jordan, reducing 
the incentive for this moderate Arab country to play a 
helpful role in the Middle East; in the program for the 
Philippines, where pending base negotiations could be 
jeopardized; and in the Korean program, inhibiting that 
country’s progress toward military self-sufficiency and 


weakening it in face of the Communist threat. Many other 
important country programs will suffer as well, to the det- 
riment of our foreign policy interests. This deep cut can 
only be seen abroad as a further sign that the United States 
is no longer willing to stand behind commitments of long- 
standing to its friends and allies, at a time when our na- 
tional will is already being questioned by both friend and 
foe. 

I hope you, as conferees, will bear these reservations in 
mind as you consider the bills and that your deliberations 
will produce acceptable legislation which I can sign. 

Sincerely, 
GERALD R. Forp. 
[The Honorable Edward W. Brooke, United States Senate, Wash- 
ington, D.C. 20510] 


NOTE: The text of the letter was made available by the White 
House Press Office. It was not issued in the form of a White House 
press release. 


Federal Advisory Committees 


The President’s Message to the Congress Transmitting 
the Fourth Annual Report on the Status of 
Advisory Committees. March 30, 1976 


To the Congress of the United States: 


In accordance with the provisions of Section 6(c) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act, the report on the 
status of advisory committees in 1975 is herewith for- 
warded. 

This is the fourth annual report. It is organized to pro- 
vide summary information about the activities of advisory 
committees, and public access to specific committees and 
the Federal agencies to whom they provide advice. 

GrErALD R. Forp 
The White House, 

March 30, 1976. 

NOTE: The report is entitled “Federal Advisory Committees— 


Fourth Annual Report of the President, Covering Calendar Year 
1975” (Government Printing Office, 166 pp.). 


Federal Farm Credit Board 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate Two 


Members of the Board. March 30, 1976 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate two persons to be members of the Federal Farm 
Credit Board, Farm Credit Administration, for terms 
expiring March 31, 1982. They are: 
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M. R. Brap.ey, of Indianapolis, Ind., secretary-treasurer, Indiana 
Farm Bureau Cooperative Association, Indianapolis, Ind. He 
will succeed Kenneth Probasco, whose term is expiring 
March 31, 1976. 

WituiaM Date Nix, Sr., of Canadian, Tex., cattle rancher. He will 
succeed E. G. Schuhart II, whose term is expiring March 31, 
1976. 


The Board consists of 12 members appointed by the 
President for terms of 6 years, together with one member 
designated by the Secretary of Agriculture. 


The Board is a part-time policymaking body for the 
Farm Credit Administration which is responsible for 
supervising and coordinating a cooperative credit system 
for agriculture and designed to provide credit to farmers 
and their marketing, purchasing, and business service 
cooperatives at terms best suited to their individual busi- 
nesses at the lowest possible cost by tapping the reservoirs 
of investment funds in the financial centers of the Nation. 








VISIT OF KING HUSSEIN I OF THE 
HASHEMITE KINGDOM OF JORDAN 


Remarks of the President and King Hussein at the Welcoming 
Ceremony on the South Lawn. March 30, 1976 


THE PRESWENT. Your Majesty, our warm personal relationship is but one 
example of the closeness and continuity that are so evident in the long 
friendship between Jordan and the United States. 

I recall with very great pleasure my first official meeting with Your 
Majesty when I was Vice President. Shortly after I became President, 
you were the first head of State that I received in the White House. 

Today, it is again my pleasure to welcome you to Washington. I 
reaffirm my greetings of 2 years ago, again with a wonderful Arabic say- 
ing, our home is your home and you. 

Your Majesty and your gracious and lovely Queen are indeed 
welcome and honored guests. On behalf of the American people, I offer 
our hospitality and our affection. You are sincere friends of our country. 

Since the beginning of your reign in 1952, you have known and 
shared the confidence of every American President beginning with 
Dwight David Eisenhower. Despite the tensions in the Middle East, our 
friendship has withstood every test and met every challenge and every 
crisis. We continue to understand and appreciate each other’s concerns 
and motivations. We share a profound interest in peace and stability of the 
Middle East. We must continue to work together to achieve this mutual 
goal. 

During a period covering five American administrations, Your 
Majesty’s leadership has provided continuity in the special association of 
our two nations. As the symbol of Hashemite Jordan’s courage, honor, and 
steadfastness, Your Majesty is widely admired and respected by the 
American people. 

For more than two decades, you have demonstrated your determina- 
tion to do what is right for your own people. You have shunned the line 
of least resistance and stood firm in the face of adversity. You have proven 
yourself a loyal friend of America, and Americans admire loyalty. Amer- 
icans also admire wisdom and courageous leadership. We value your role 
as a force for reason and moderation in pursuit of a just and durable 
peace in the Middle East. We value your counsel. 

During your stay in Washington, Your Majesty, we shall have an 
opportunity to discuss a wide range of bilateral and regional concerns. We 


Volume 12—Number 14 














PRESIDENTIAL DOCUMENTS: GERALD R. FORD, 1976 


shall discuss our cooperation in strengthening and developing the King- 
dom of Jordan and we shall consider how, as friends, we can advance the 
cause of peace in the Middle East. 

Relations between the United States and Jordan have been so close, 
they have become a real tradition. Our common endeavor is so firmly 
rooted that I welcome you not only as a statesman and leader of a very 
proud nation, but also as a sincere friend who has come to visit among 
friends. 

We are pleased to have Your Majesties with us again. I hope that 
your stay in the United States will reinforce the bonds between our two 
nations in the cause of peace. 

Kino Hussein. Thank you, Mr. President, for your warm and 
generous words of welcome. We have looked forward with great pleasure 
to this visit, remembering how cordially you and Mrs. Ford welcomed my 
wife and me on our last visit a year ago, and what a happy occasion it was 
for both of us. 

You already know, Mr. President, how much Jordan values the 
friendship of the United States. It is a friendship that has grown steadily 
warmer and deeper during each of the 17 years since I paid my first visit 
to the United States. 

At the time the United States was founded, your forefathers pro- 
claimed to the entire world and to future generations that all men are 
created equal and that there exists for each of them certain inalienable 
rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness—noble, inspiring 
thoughts. But even more inspiring are 200 years of continued effort to 
remain true to your founding principles—200 years that form a heritage 
of which you may be justly proud. 

Within my lifetime, your words and deeds have been a great inspira- 
tion to me and the rest of the world. Your sacrifice and dedication in 
World War II saved the world from tyranny. By turning from the weap- 
ons of war to the tools of peace under the Marshall Plan, your magna- 
nimity rebuilt a Europe that had been devastated by war. 

I share with Winston Churchill the belief that this was the most 
unsordid act in the history of the world. The spirit that moved you to bind 
up the wounds of a stricken world has continued in your assistance to the 
developing nations of the earth to better their lives. We are a grateful 
recipient of your valuable assistance. 

On this anniversary, you are celebrating your achievements of the 
past 200 years. The world is celebrating with you for the inspiration and 
the help you have given to all of us. 

Your Nation is unique. It was created by people from all over the 
world. You are repaying the world for the contributions made to you and, 
because of this, we all have a stake in your greatness and destiny. 

With the problems that still face the world, the wisdom and fortitude 
that have marked your past is needed now more than ever. I think there 
is no place in the world that this is more true than in the Middle East. 
Once again, we are at a crossroads between war and peace. If we are to 
achieve peace, it will depend to a large measure on your enlightened 
leadership, Mr. President, in upholding the principles of justice which 
have prevailed during your 200 years of statehood. 
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Thank you, Mr. President, for the warm welcome. I am looking 
forward to cordial and productive discussions with you on subjects of 
mutual interest and concern during our forthcoming meetings and to the 
strengthening of the long-established bonds of friendship between our two 


countries. 
Thank you, sir. 


THE PreswentT. Thank you very much, Your Majesty. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:38 a.m. on the South Lawn at the White House, 
where King Hussein was given a formal welcome with full military honors. 





American Agricultural 
Editors Association 


The President’s Remarks and a Question-and-Answer 
Session With Members of the Association. 
March 30, 1976 


Tue Preswent: Mr. Secretary, Mr. Krumme, distin- 
guished members of the American Agricultural Editors 
Association: 

It is a pleasure to have an opportunity to say a few 
words and then respond to any questions. 

First, I know you all know this, but I just want to 
reiterate it and reemphasize it. About 3 weeks ago, I made 
a significant change in the manner in which we are han- 
dling agricultural policy decisionmaking when I appointed 
the Secretary of Agriculture to head our Agricultural 
Policy Board, and I have here, as the Chairman of that, 
I think one of the finest Secretaries of Agriculture that 
this country has ever had. And I want to assure you that 
this change is very substantive, that Earl Butz is the 
person who is going to chair that group and will convey 
those recommendations to me specifically. 

Now, I know you are concerned about export controls, 
about production cost increase, energy problems, and a 
whole raft of other agricultural matters. I have had the 
privilege in the last 3 weeks to meet with two farm groups, 
one in Illinois, one in Wisconsin, and I have found first- 
hand that they have some questions. We tried to answer 
them satisfactorily. I know that there is.concern, for ex- 
ample, as to the passing on of family farms from one 
generation to another. 

As you know, in January I made one recommendation 
and after further consideration added to it a second por- 
tion or part of that proposal—the first being a deferral for 
5 years of any estate tax payments with a 20-year period 
of extended annual payments at a 4 percent interest rate. 
On further investigation, we found that that would not 
be sufficient or satisfactory and added the recommenda- 
tion that the present exemption of $60,000, which was 
established in 1942, be increased to the figure of $150,000. 

Secretary Simon has been up before the House Com- 


mittee on Ways and Means and has testified on behalf of 
that legislation. My own thought is—knowing a bit about 
the way Congress operates—that if that proposal is to 
get incorporated into a much larger tax bill, a so-called 
tax reform bill, the likelihood of that becoming law in 
1976 is rather remote because any so-called tax reform 
bill, for a wide variety of reasons, has many, many prob- 
lems. And I would doubt whether such legislation will 
pass the Congress. 

On the other hand, if we could possibly isolate that 
proposal and have it go through as a separate piece of 
legislation—and it not only affects, as you know, farmers, 
but it affects small businessmen—the likelihood of it being 
enacted, signed into law, would be considerably increased. 
With those very general observations, I will be glad to 
respond to any questions. 

Don’t be shy. Those farmers weren’t. [Laughter] 

Q. Mr. President, has your administration planned 
any action in the next few weeks or months on the prob- 
lem of increasing imports of palm oil into the United 
States, which seem to be having affect on soybean 
producers? 

THE PRESENT. Well, the Department of Agriculture, 
because of the actual and, to an even greater degree, the 
threat of substantial increases in palm oil imports—the 
Department of Agriculture is at the present time under- 
taking a very in-depth study, and I can’t tell you the date 
when that study will be completed but we recognize the 
seriousness of it. I would expect in a relatively short period 
of time we would have recommendations from the De- 
partment of Agriculture as to what might be done. We are 
fully cognizant of the fact that over the last 10 years, 
maybe longer, not only in bilateral loans but in interna- 
tional loaning organizations, there has been a financing 
of—what are they—palm oil plants have been stimulated 
in a number of the underdeveloped countries, and the 
net result is, by 1985 there is a very serious potential of 
substantially increased world production. That gives us 
concern now as well as in the future, and we hope to have 
some recommendations that we probably would submit 
to the Congress. 


Is that my understanding, Earl? 
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SECRETARY Butz. Yes, sir, if we change the tariff it 
will take congressional action. But I might point out that 
this comes at the very same time we are preparing to go 
to Geneva asking for reduced barriers on trade. And we 
have a lot more to lose from raising barriers than we have 
to gain. There are two sides to this, and in the bigger pic- 
ture we have got to be careful what we do. 

Tue PRESENT. We, of course, have to be cognizant of 
$22 billion farm export benefits that we derived last year. 
| think it was a net $12 billion, so we have got a big in- 
vestment in continuing to export as much as we can, and 
to some extent certainly, it has to be a two-way street. 

Q. Mr. President, in regards to your shuffling of your 
farm advisers and promoting of Secretary Butz to the posi- 
tion he now holds, was there any one event which 
prompted you to make that move? Was there anything 
that happened in foreign trade of agriculture or on the 
domestic scene, which prompted you to take that course 
of action? 

Tue PRESENT. Well, there had been some criticism 
that the previous set-up was not sufficiently reflective of 
the role of American agriculture in that overall problem. 
And in order to reflect that importance as far as the Amer- 
ican farmer was concerned, it seemed to me that the 
Secretary of Agriculture was the proper person to chair 
the committee. For that reason, and that reason only, the 
change was made. 

Q. Mr. President, assuming your reelection, do you 
have any thoughts at this time on what shape you would 
like to see the next farm bill due to be written in 1977— 
what shape you would like to see that take? 

THE Preswent. I will approach that answer in two 
ways. One, I don’t want to go back to the programs we 
had during most of the time that I was in the Congress. 
I think those were a disaster. We ended up with great 
surpluses. We ended up under those programs with the 
Department of Agriculture interfering virtually in the 
operation of every farm in the United States. So, my gen- 
eral thought would be that a continuation of the existing 
programs are the answer inasmuch as I look at the records 
and I find that in the last 3 years net farm income to 
America’s farmers has been at an all-time high. There has 
been a minimum of Federal regulation as far as the De- 
partment of Agriculture is concerned. The more or less 
full production concept has been a tremendous beneficiary 
to the United States, especially with the problems we have 
had with increasing dependence on foreign oil and a 
higher price for foreign oil. 

So, when I look at the last 3 years under existing agri- 
cultural legislation, I think it is better than anything I 
have seen during my 27-plus years as an official of the 
Federal Government. So, without preempting every de- 
tail of what might be submitted next year, I think the gen- 
eral concept of the present law certainly appeals to me. 


Q. Mr. President, we talk as though the estate tax re- 
form would apply only to farmers and small business. Is 
this the intention, and how will we disarm the opposition, 
people who are not farmers who will feel that they are 
coming out on the short end in the deal? 

THe Present. Of course the law would be appli- 
cable—the exemption would be applicable to all payers 
of any estate tax. It is just that the dollar exemption would 
probably have its biggest impact on small business and/or 
the family farm. But any taxpayer who has an estate would 
have the same benefits as the individual family-owned 
farm or the small business. It is an attempt to try and, in 
the case of small business, force the sale of a family-owned 
business, corporate organization, in order to prepare for 
any tax liability following the death of the principal 
owner. But the law would have to be applicable to all 
estate taxpayers in order to be valid or constitutional. 

Q. Mr. President, farmers have a big stake in the cost 
and availability of energy. Are you happy with the prog- 
ress that has been made up to date on getting more self- 
sufficient in energy? 

Tue Preswent. The answer to that is no. 

Q. Then what can we do about it? 

THE Presment. The biggest disappointment probably 
this year in the energy field was the failure of the House 
of Representatives, I think by three votes, to deregulate 
natural gas. 

In December of last year, the Senate passed the Bentsen- 
Pearson bill which would have deregulated domestic nat- 
ural gas. When the bill went over to the House of Repre- 
sentatives in a close vote—three margin, as I recollect, 207 
to 210, something like that—they substituted a proposal 
which had a good title but is really a step backward rather 
than a step forward. 

And the net result is, you have got the House bill which 
is incompatiable with the Senate bill. And we are trying to 
find a parliamentary procedure whereby we could get 
another vote in the House of Representatives, but I am 
very apprehensive that that can be done. So, we may have 
to start all over again next January when the new Con- 
gress comes back. 

The bill that passed the Congress last year was quite 
a different bill from that which I recommended in Janu- 
ary a year ago. We ended up with a bill that, over a period 
of 40 months, there can be deregulation of domestic oil 
production. I signed the bill for one reason only: We had 
had almost a year of complete uncertainty where the 
producers did not know what they were going to be faced 
with—the public generally did not. So, it was a very close 
call. I signed it, and now we are in the process of trying 
to implement it. 

As far as this administration is concerned, we are going 
to take every step which we can do under the law under 
the 40-month period for deregulation. I think within the 
next week or two we submit our first actual increase that 
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is authorized under the law. And these can be done peri- 
odically under the 40-month deregulation program. 

Now, there are some other things that the Congress is 
finally getting around to implementing. The Senate has 
passed the conference report on the removal of restrictions 
on Elk Hills in California. I am told the House will prob- 
ably pass the conference report some time this week. That 
will permit us, within a period of about 2 months, to in- 
crease Elk Hills’ crude oil production about 300,000 bar- 
rels a day. 

That is a help but it is less than 10 percent of—it is 
about 5 percent of our daily imports from overseas today. 
But it is a help. And the disturbing thing is that in the 
month of February, we had the highest month of imports 
of foreign crude oil in the history of the United States, 
something over 7 million barrels per day. 

In the last report for the week there was, I think, an all- 
time weekly high of something like 7,200,000 barrels per 
day. Is that about right, Chuck? 

So what is happening is that our imports of crude oil— 
they are going up virtually every day. Our domestic pro- 
duction is going down. I think the latest figures for domes- 
tic production are about 6 million barrels a day. It is 
about 3 million barrels a day less than 1972, so somehow 
we have got to stimulate more domestic production. 

Now, some people will allege that as soon as we get 
the Alaskan Pipeline completed in May, I think, of next 
year, that is going to be our salvation. That is roughly 2 
million barrels a day when they are in full operation and 
that will take probably another 7 or 8 months, probably 
the end of 1977. So, we have got a growing problem that 
gets more serious every day. 

So, we have to, in the broadest sense, stimulate more 
domestic production. We have to do everything we can 
for conservation. There are some things that we are doing 
but they are really minimal. We have to, in the long 
run—this is no tomorrow solution—put as much money 
as we can in a practical way in research and develop- 
ment for solar energy, geothermal, three or four of the 
other more exotic fuels, but those won’t come into any 
serious production until probably early 1980’s. 

Now, there is one other, and I speak here of nuclear 
power. We have now 55 operating nuclear powerplants 
in the country. In January of 1975, I said by 1985 we had 
to have 250. For a wide variety of reasons, there has been 
a slowdown in nuclear powerplant development. The 
environmentalists have gotten into it. Other people have 
raised questions about safety, and then we had some 
problems last year in trying to finance them. Now, I am 
a firm believer that nuclear power has to—we just can’t 
abandon it. We have to expand it. 

And for the benefit of those of you from California— 
how many are here from California? There are two of 
you—I was prepared to answer when I was out in Cali- 
fornia but nobody asked me last weekend—T[laughter]— 


I am very opposed to Referendum Number 15. I think 
it would be tragic because California, like 49 other States, 
does need nuclear power. In preparation for going to 
California last week, I had the head of the Nuclear 
Regulatory Agency, Bill Anders, in and one of his associ- 
ates on that Commission. I had Russ Train of EPA and 
Russ Peterson of the Council on Environmental Quality, 
I had two or three other people who could give me the 
information as to the three questions that are raised in 
this referendum. 

And, for the benefit of the rest of you, there is a 
referendum on the June 6 [8] primary—that is what ] 
know more about but it is on the same ballot—that 
says in effect that if it is passed, no more nuclear power 
development can be developed in California. There is 
some exceptions and it is a little more complicated than 
that, but that is the net effect. If California passes that, 
California, for all intents and purposes, precludes subse- 
quent nuclear power installations. 

The next question I would have to raise is, where 
will they get their power? California today does import 
some coal from Idaho or Utah or that four-corner area 
there, and if they can’t have nuclear power they will 
have to import more coal. And California does not like 
dirty air, and coal is a lot dirtier than nuclear power. 
And if they don’t want nuclear energy and more coal, then 
they will have to go to Outer Continental Shelf oil devel- 
opment, and I know there are some people in California 
who don’t want that. So I just don’t know where Cali- 
fornia will get its power. 

Now, there are really three basic questions: One, 
safety—and the safety record of nuclear powerplants is 
higher, really, than any other powerplant production, 
whether it is coal or oil or any of the others. So on 
the safety side, nuclear power has a good safety record. 

Number two is safeguards. That is the question of 
whether some terrorist group could come in and seize 
the product and utilize it for some evil purpose. Well, I 
think that can be taken care of if it has not been. 

A third one is what do we do about the discharge? 
Where do we put it and how do we handle it? The 
Energy Research and Development Agency is about 
to come up with very—according to them—sound 
methods of disposal. And once that is taken care of—and 
my impression is that is the most serious question—lI see 
no reason why we shouldn’t proceed with a nuclear plant. 

Q. Mr. President, I think farmers have generally indi- 
cated their disfavor at last year’s decision to stop wheat 
sales to Russia. I was wondering under what conditions, 
if any, you would impose such actions again? 

Tue Preswent. In looking at the carryover, whether 
it is corn, wheat, or soybeans, and looking at the pros 
pective production for 1975-76, I foresee no circum- 
stances that would prompt me to have any limitation on 
export sales. 
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Now, I want to be quite specific in that. The chances 
are nil—but I am not going to stand up here and say 
“Never,” because there are some unbelievable things that 
might happen—but I don’t think they are within the realm 
of possibility when I look at the overall. So, as far as I 
am concerned, the chances are nil for any limitation in 
15-76 or ’76—77, I guess. 

Q. Mr. President, should there not be a set level at 
which farmers would know that export controls will be 
put into effect, a production level? 

Tue Presmwent. Well, as far as I am concerned, I 
would rather not have any limitation, period, and rely 
on the good judgment of whoever is President and his 
commitment to have as much in the way of exports as 
we can. I think as a result of the limitation last year we 
ended up with an excellent deal with the Soviet Union. 
We ended up with a minimum sale for the next 5 years 
beginning September of next year of 6 million tons, and 
that is a firm market with no problem going above that 
until we reach 8 million tons. And for all intents and 
purposes, that is not a limitation. 

So, I just think it makes more sense to have a 5-year 
agreement of that magnitude with a set procurement by 
the Soviet Union and not impose any mandatory figures 
such as has been suggested. 

Q. Mr. President, with all the concern about how we 
are going to feed the world in the future, there is some 
concern that we are not putting enough seed money into 
agricultural research on both the Federal and the State 
level. I wonder what plans you might have in that direc- 
tion of upgrading the amount and the quality of research? 

THe Present. I can’t pass judgment on what the 
States are doing, but I can tell you about the Federal 
Government. I increased, for fiscal year 1977, the re- 
search and development in the Department of Agricul- 
ture by 5.5 percent. I think it was a $22 million increase. 

Now, some question has been raised that that is not 
above the increase in the cost of living. Therefore, it really 
in effect was not an increase. All I can say is that when I 
look at all the departments and the various subdepart- 
ments in a department that got cut—I mean, cut in dol- 
lars—research in the Department of Agriculture by get- 
ting an increase came out pretty well. 

I happen to be a firm believer in research and develop- 
ment across the board. We put substantially increased 
amounts in for energy research. Solar energy I increased 
by almost 40 percent. Of course, it started from a rela- 
tively low base but I think it was $80 million and we 
increased it about 40 percent over that. 

We did the same—not quite as much—in geothermal 
research and several others. So, I am basically in favor of 
research and development. And we increased basic re- 
search—which is very important for many of the long- 
range things—by 11 percent across the board in the gov- 
ernment, so that once we get that we can apply it to ap- 


plied research. But in the Department of Agriculture, it 
was a $22 million increase—5.5 percent. 

There was a gentleman when I was talking about nu- 
clear power who I gathered—way in the back of the 
room—might have some differences with me on that, and 
I want to give him his equal time. 

Q. No, sir, I just wanted to ask you one more political 
question. 

Tue Preswent. Now, this was not a put-up deal. 
[Laughter] 

Q. I am sure every man in the room has his own opinion 
of how you will do, assuming the best, if you win the 
nomination and run for President in November. I would 
like to hear your assessment of how you will do, given the 
chance in November, among the farm voters? 

Tue Preswwent. Well, we did pretty well with the 
farmers in Illinois. 

Q. What was the percentage of the vote there, among 
the farmers? 

THe Present. Well, we got—it was a little less than 
the suburban vote but it was not materially less, and I 
think primarily that support we got in those areas came 
from the meeting that I held in Peoria with about 300 
or 400 farmers. So, it is my impression that if Illinois 
agricultural areas are indicative of agriculture areas gen- 
erally, I think we will do all right. 

Q. How about against an old farmer like Jimmy Carter? 

THe PreswentT. I understand Jimmy is a one-crop 
farmer. He is not a full-production farmer. [Laughter] 
He is not like those wheat and corn and soybean produc- 
ers. But, be that as it may, I think we will do all right 
with agriculture. 

Thank you all very, very much. 


NoTE: The President spoke at 2:05 p.m. in the Family Theater at 
the White House. 


Chairman of the President Ford 
Committee 


The President’s Remarks Announcing the Resignation 
of Howard H. Callaway and the Designation of 
Rogers C. B. Morton as Chairman. March 30, 1976 


Tue Preswent. I have asked Bo and Rog Morton to 
come and to participate in an announcement. Bo Calla- 
way, in his typically unselfish way, has submitted his 
resignation. Let me say very firmly and with deep con- 
viction, first, I have known Bo Callaway for 15 years. I 
knew him before he got into Government. I knew him as 
a Member of the House of Representatives. I campaigned 
with him in Georgia. I knew him well when he was Sec- 
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retary of the Army. I certainly knew him extremely well 
while he was running the Ford for President campaign. 

So on the basis of this accumulation of very close per- 
sonal experiences, I know very deeply in my own heart 
that Bo Callaway is an absolutely honest person and one 
who would not, under any circumstances, undertake any- 
thing that was improper. 

Bo, as I said, in his own unselfish way, recognizing that 
a campaign is a relatively limited, time-wise, affair, felt 
that for him to stay on while these investigations were 
being completed would not be helpful to the campaign. 
I am absolutely sure that Bo will be completely exonerated, 
and I know that Bo feels that personally. So, I thank him 
for his unselfishness. I thank him very much for his total 
dedication. 

As Rog Morton takes over the President Ford Commit- 
tee, he inherits an outstanding group of individuals that 
Bo Callaway assembled. He inherits an organization that 
is a going organization, that’s got a pretty good batting 
average of five out of six. So we thank you, Bo, for getting 
the people, putting the organization on the road, and the 
success that it achieved. 

And, Rog, I thank you for undertaking this respon- 
sibility. You’ve got about 514 months. I am absolutely 
confident we are going to win not only in Kansas City, 
but I think we are going to win in November. 

So, I thank Bo for the fine job he has done, and I thank 
you for undertaking the responsibilities. And I reiterate 
what I said earlier—I am most grateful for your unselfish- 
ness, Bo. And our friendship, which is predicated on a 
longstanding relationship, is one that I have cherished, 
and I certainly look forward to continuing as it has in the 
past. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 3:09 p.m. in the Oval Office at the 
White House. 


Visit of King Hussein I of the 
Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan 


Exchange of Toasts Between President Ford and 
King Hussein at a Dinner Honoring the King. 
March 30, 1976 


THE PrEsweENT. Your Majesties and honored guests: 

It was in 1959, that President Eisenhower had the 
honor of welcoming you, Your Majesty, to the White 
House on your first visit to Washington, D.C., and to our 
country. Fifteen years later, it was my great privilege to 
greet you as the first Chief of State that I had the honor 
of having at the White House in my administration. 


In that time span, the world political scene has changed 
very profoundly. Yet throughout this process of change, 
there have been reassuring elements of stability and con. 
stancy in the relationship between countries and the peo- 
ples of the world. A particularly noteworthy example is 
the friendship and the very great mutual trust between 
the United States and the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan. 

Your Majesties, our people share many, many goals, 
Together we aspire to economic as well as overall well- 
being of our fellow countrymen, to the universal better- 
ment of human kindness and conditioning, and to closer 
cooperation between States. We aspire to the ideals of 
freedom and dignity for the individual. 

But there is one very special, particular goal which we 
look upon, we both deeply wish to attain—it is a just and 
a very lasting peace for all nations and for all peoples in 
the Middle East. Our two countries are determined to 
work together to overcome all obstacles that stand be- 
tween us and that end. 

I believe that Americans are most fortunate to have 
you as a very staunch and steadfast friend. I know that 
you share our hopes for peace as well as freedom. You 
have demonstrated outstandingly your willingness to join 
us in facing very squarely the great challenges of our time 
not only in the Middle East, but elsewhere. 

I was extremely pleased to discuss at length some of 
the most complicated and controversial issues which both 
our countries face in the Middle East. His Majesty and I 
agreed that in addition to the progress that peacemaking 
efforts have achieved so far, much, much more remains 
to be done. 

We are both very conscious of the many difficult prob- 
lems that must be overcome to secure a just and a lasting 
peace. These problems will not be solved tonight or even 
tomorrow in our meeting in the morning, but we know 
that they must be solved, and we will double and re- 
double our efforts in that regard. 

We are jointly committed to persevere in the pursuit of 
peace. We are more than ever determined that the nego- 
tiating process must continue. A settlement must be ob- 
tained that will fulfill the aspiration of all States and all 
peoples of the Middle East for peace, stability, and human 
progress. Certainly, the United States could not hope for 
a more able and honored associate in this historic task 
than His Majesty King Hussein. 

Your Majesty, your determination, your courage, your 
dedication to the cause of peace in the Middle East are 
so well-known to all of us that any repetition on my 
part of your distinguished accomplishments is totally 
unnecessary. 

You are no less famed for your personal courage, your 
forthrightness, your dedication to the welfare of your 
people, and fer your loyalty to your friends. I am proud 
to salute you tonight not only as a statesman and a leader, 
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but also as a close, personal friend and as a friend of our 
country. 

I must say that I take very special pleasure in welcom- 
ing another outstanding representative of Jordan, Her 
Majesty, the Queen. She was once in our country as a 
student, and we are delighted to welcome her as a gracious 
queen whose charm captivates us as it does the Jordanian 
people. 

Ladies and gentlemen, I ask you to rise and join me in 
a toast to His Majesty King Hussein of Jordan, a partner 
in the search for peace, a distinguished leader, and a true 
friend of the United States, and to Her Majesty Queen 
Alia. 
Kinc Hussein. Mr. President, Mrs. Ford, distin- 
guished guests: 

Thank you, Mr. President, for the thoughts you have 
expressed so eloquently. The welcome and hospitality you 
and Mrs. Ford have so graciously extended to me and my 
wife are deeply appreciated. We feel very much at home, 
which is fitting for friends. 

The friendship between Jordan and the United States 
is indeed unique. It stems from common values which we 
both hold dearer than life—freedom, equality, honor, and 
human dignity. It has grown during a most difficult period 
in the lives of both countries. Friendship deserves a more 
serious consideration of those who enjoy it. When there is 
joy, you call upon friends to celebrate. When there is sor- 
tow, friends come to comfort you. When there is a task to 
be done, friends join together in common effort. There is 
honor and pride in true friendship, as is evident here 
tonight. 

Mr. President, our visit with you comes at a time of 
both joy and sorrow—joy in being here to celebrate the 
200th anniversary of this great Nation, sorrow in the 
knowledge that difficulties in our part of the world have 
multiplied and intensified. 

Friends share, as we do with you, most of the same goals 
and aspirations, the same principles and values. Friends 
share their expectations, too. 

I bring with me on this journey the expectations of the 
people of Jordan and the entire area that steps can be 
initiated and quickened to achieve the goal which has 
eluded us for many more years than one would wish to 
remember—peace in the Middle East. We who enjoy the 
common bond of friendship must make every effort to 
reach this goal while it is still attainable. 

We also share with you an unusual fact, the names of 
our founding capitals. Philadelphia was the birthplace 
of your independence. Philadelphia was as well the an- 
cient name of our capital, Amman. The meaning of both 
was the same—brotherly love. 

It is a custom among Arabs to call their closest friends 
brothers. We would like to share this custom with you and 
to convey the best wishes and warmest greetings from the 
people of Jordan to you, Mr. President and Mrs. Ford, 
and to all of your fellow citizens. 


Ladies and gentlemen, may I ask you to join with me 
in a toast to the President of the United States and Mrs. 
Ford. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:13 p.m. in the State Dining Room 
at the White House. 


Task Force on Questionable Corporate 
Payments Abroad 


The President’s Memorandum on the Establishment of 
the Task Force and the Designation of Its Members. 
March 31, 1976 


MEMORANDUM FOR: 

The Secretary of State 

The Secretary of the Treasury 

The Secretary of Defense 

The Attorney General 

The Secretary of Commerce 

The Special Representative for Trade Negotiations 

The Director, Office of Management and Budget 

Assistant to the President for Economic Affairs 

Assistant to the President for National Security Affairs 

Executive Director, Council on International Economic 

Policy 
Supyect: Task Force on Questionable Corporate Pay- 
ments Abroad 

This is to advise you of my decision to appoint you to 
a Cabinet-level Task Force which I am establishing to 
examine the policy aspects of recent disclosures of ques- 
tionable payments to foreign agents and officials by U.S. 
companies in conjunction with their overseas business 
operations. The Task Force will be chaired by Secretary 
Richardson and will report to me through the Economic 
Policy Board and National Security Council. Status re- 
ports on the efforts of the Task Force should be presented 
to me from time to time, and a final report is due prior 
to the close of the current calendar year. 

Although the Federal Government is currently taking 
a number of international and domestic steps in an at- 
tempt to deal with this problem, I believe that a coordi- 
nated program to review these efforts and to explore 
additional avenues should be undertaken in the interest 
of ethical conduct in the international marketplace and 
the continued vitality of our free enterprise system. 

The full dimensions of this problem are not yet known 
but it is clear that a substantial number of U.S. corpora- 
tions have been involved in questionable payments to for- 
eign officials, political organizations or business agents. 
The possibility exists that more can be done by our gov- 
ernment. There would also appear to be some interest in 
guidance as to what standards should be applied to the 
foreign sales activities of the overwhelming majority of 
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American businessmen who are deeply concerned about 
the propriety of their business operations. 

The Task Force should explore all aspects of this prob- 
lem and seek to obtain the views of the broadest base 
of interested groups and individuals. While the problems 
are complex and do not lend themselves to simple solu- 
tions, I am confident that your labors will contribute to 
a better international and domestic climate in which 
American business continues to play a vital and respected 
role. 

GeraLp R. Forp 


Task Force on Questionable Corporate 
Payments Abroad 


Statement by the President. March 31, 1976 


Recent disclosures that American-based corporations 
have made questionable payments during the course of 
their overseas operations have raised substantial public 
policy issues here at home. 

The Federal Government is already undertaking a 
number of firm actions to deal with this matter. Full- 
scale investigations to determine whether U.S. laws have 
been violated are currently underway in the Securities 
and Exchange Commission, the Internal Revenue Service, 
and elsewhere. In addition, I have directed my advisers 
in the areas of foreign policy and international trade to 
work with other governments abroad in seeking to develop 
a better set of guidelines for all corporations. 

To ensure that our approach to this issue is both com- 
prehensive and properly coordinated, I am today estab- 
lishing a Cabinet-level Task Force on Questionable 
Corporate Payments Abroad. 

The Task Force will be chaired by the Secretary of 
Commerce, Elliot Richardson, and it will include among 
its members the Secretaries of State, Treasury, and 
Defense as well as the Attorney General and other high- 
ranking members of the Administration. 

I have directed the Task Force to conduct a sweeping 
policy review of this matter and to recommend such 
additional policy steps as may be warranted. The views of 
the broadest base of interest groups and individuals are 
to be solicited as part of this effort. I have also asked that 
periodic progress reports be submitted to me during the 
course of the review, and that a final report be on my 
desk before the end of the current calendar year. 

The purpose of this Task Force is not to punish Amer- 
ican corporations but to ensure that the U.S. has a clear 
policy and that we have an effective, active program to 
implement that policy. 

To the extent that the questionable payments abroad 
have arisen from corrupt practices on the part of Amer- 


ican corporations, the United States bears a clear respon. 
sibility to the entire international community to bring 
them to a halt. Corrupt business practices strike at the 
very heart of our own moral code and our faith in free 
enterprise. Businesses in this country run the risk of ever 
greater governmental regulation if they illegally take 
advantage of consumers, investors, and taxpayers. 

Before we condemn American citizens out of hand, 
however, it is essential that we also recognize the posi: 
bility that some of the questionable payments abroad may 
result from extortion by foreign interests. To the extent 
that such practices exist, I believe that the United States 
has an equal responsibility to our own businesses to protect 
them from strong-arm practices. It is incumbent upon us 
to work with foreign governments to curb any such abuses, 

From the facts at hand it is not clear to me where true 
justice lies in this matter, and that issue may never be 
resolved to everyone’s satisfaction. The central policy 
question that needs to be addressed today is rather how 
we can arrive at clear, enforceable standards to prevent 
such questionable activities in the future. That is the key 
issue to which this new Task Force will direct its 
attentions. 


Task Force on Questionable Corporate 
Payments Abroad 


Remarks of the President and Secretary of Commerce 
Elliot L. Richardson on the Establishment of the 
Task Force. March 31, 1976 


THE Present. I have just signed the necessary docu- 
ments establishing a Cabinet-level task force to undertake 
a very comprehensive study of the payments by American 
corporations overseas. I have appointed the Secretary of 
Commerce, Elliot Richardson, to be the Chairman of the 
Cabinet-level task force. It is not a group that will under- 
take the enforcement, but it will be a task force that will 
study the very broad ramifications—and they are very 
broad—in this very delicate field. 

The Secretary of Commerce, because of his service as 
Attorney General, Secretary of Defense, as well as his op- 
portunity to serve over in Great Britain, in his new post, 
I think is uniquely qualified for the very important 
assignment. 

I will be getting periodic reports on a regular basis, and 
policy decisions will be made as opportune, based on the 
study. 

You’ve got a big job, Elliot, and I know it is in good 
hands. 

SecRETARY RICHARDSON. Well, thank you, Mr. Presi- 
dent. 
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Certainly, the members that you have appointed to 
this task force are the people in the government who have 
concerns in one way or another with these questionable 
payments. We will, as you have asked us to do, be giving 
you progress reports, looking toward our final recommen- 
dations before the end of the calendar year. 

And as you have emphasized in your own statement, 
the problem really is how we arrive at clear, enforceable 
standards to prevent such questionable practices in the 
future. We certainly won’t be undertaking to investigate 
the facts. What we need really is a picture of the ramifi- 
cations of the problem that we can get from the SEC, the 
IRS, and the other agencies that are charged with that re- 
sponsibility, and then use that information as the basis 
for examining the policy implications. 

Tue Presment. Thank you very much. 

I think the American people will be very anxious to 
have a comprehensive government policy to avoid the 
problems that we have had in the last few years in an 
area that involves our economy, involves our foreign re- 
lations—it involves the enforcement of civil as well as 
criminal proceedings. 

So, I look forward to the first report and the final 
report. 

SECRETARY RicHARDSON. Thank you, Mr. President. 

Tue Present. Thank you all very much. 


noTE: The President spoke at 10:30 a.m. in the Oval Office at the 
White House. 


United States Ambassador to the 
Czechoslovak Socialist Republic 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Thomas R. Byrne. March 31, 1976 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Thomas R. Byrne, of Hatboro, Pa., to be Ambas- 
sador to the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic. He will suc- 
ceed Albert Sherer, Jr., who has been reassigned. Mr. 
Byrne was Ambassador to Norway from 1973 until March 
1976. 

Mr. Byrne was born on February 4, 1923, in West 
Englewood, N.J. He received his A.B. in 1945 and M.A. 
in 1946 from Loyola University. He also holds a Ph. L. 
(1947) from West Baden University and a Ph. D. (1951) 
and M.A. (1952) from Georgetown University. 

Prior to joining the Foreign Service, Mr. Bryne was a 
professor at Canisius College (1947-48), a television di- 
rector at NBC in New York (1951), administrative 
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assistant to the Glass Bottle Blowers Union (1952-54), 
professor at St. John’s College, Annapolis, Md. (1955- 
56), and research director of the Teamsters Union 
(1957-59). During 1954—55, he was a consultant on in- 
ternational trade union operations, Paris, OECD. From 
1959 to 1962, he was Labor Attaché at Accra, and from 
1962 to 1964, he was Deputy Chief of Mission in Dar es 
Salaam. In 1964, he was assigned as Labor Attaché in 
London, where he remained until 1969. 

Mr. Byrne served as Deputy Coordinator of Interna- 
tional Labor Affairs in the Office of the Secretary during 
1970-71, and became Special Assistant to the Director 
General for Employee Management Relations in 1971. 

Mr. Byrne is married to the former Margaret McDevitt, 
and they have six daughters. 


Department of State 


Announcement of Intention To Nominate 
Charles W. Robinson To Be Deputy 
Secretary. March 31, 1976 


The President today announced his intention to nomi- 
nate Charles W. Robinson, of San Francisco, Calif., to 
be ‘Deputy Secretary of State. He will succeed Robert S. 
Ingersoll, who resigned effective March 31, 1976. Mr. 
Robinson has been Under Secretary of State for Economic 
Affairs since December 9, 1974. 

Born on September 7, 1919, in Long Beach, Calif. Mr. 
Robinson received his A.B. in 1941 from the University 
of California. He received his M.B.A. in 1947 from Stan- 
ford University Graduate School of Business Administra- 
tion. He served with the United States Navy from 1941 
to 1946, and attended the U.S. Naval Academy Post 
Graduate School during 1941-42. 

Mr. Robinson became assistant to the production serv- 
ices manager for the Golden State Dairy Products Co., in 
1947, prior to becoming an associate with the manage- 
ment consulting firm of McKinsey & Co., Inc., in 1950. 
He was named manager of the Monterey Trading Co., in 
Panama, in 1951, and from 1952 to 1960, he was with 
the Utah Construction Co., as assistant treasurer, assist- 
ant secretary, and vice president. 

In 1961, Mr. Robinson became president and manag- 
ing director of the Marcona Mining Co., after having 
served as vice president and general manager since 1959. 
From 1965 until 1974, he was president and general man- 
ager of the Marcona Corp., of San Francisco, Calif. 

Mr. Robinson is married to Tamara Robinson, and 
they have three children. 
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Senate-House Republican 
Congressional Campaign Committee 


The President’s Remarks at the Committee’s 
Fundraising Dinner. March 31, 1976 


Ted, my good friend Guy, my old colleagues in the House 
as well as in the Senate, all of you very distinguished 
guests: 

Let me say that it is a great privilege and a very high 
honor for the opportunity of Betty and myself to see so 
many good friends at this annual Republican Senate- 
House dinner. 

I could not help but notice when Betty and I came up 
that she seemed to get much more applause than I. I am 
getting used to that, I might say. [Laughter] In fact, we 
are lucky to have her here tonight—she is out doing a lot 
of campaigning. The sole objective is to get my votes up 
to her polls. [Laughter] I thank you, and I can prove it 
that she does. 

So it is nice to be here. Let me speak on behalf of both 
of us that we are deeply grateful for all of you, as friends 
and supporters of our distinguished Senators and Mem- 
bers of the House, for coming here this evening and help- 
ing to make this a very successful affair. 

All of you, I know, from knowing most of you, are very 
faithful friends of the party and certainly the philosophy. 
And I thank you extremely—very, very much for the 
continuing commitment to all that our party stands for 
and the philosophy that I think all of us represent. 

Of course, as I looked around the room and met some 
of the people that I have known in the House and the 
Senate for a good many years, it is great to have an oppor- 
tunity in a friendly and warm atmosphere to see them. 

As John Rhodes and as Barry Goldwater ticked off the 
Members who were leaving at either end of the Capitol, 


I can tell you from personal experience there will be a 


great void. And I wish them all well even though I wish 
all of them were going to stay. 

Let me say to the Members of the House and Senate 
who are here that I am deeply grateful for the outstand- 
ing work that they have done since I have been President, 
particularly in the 94th Congress where the odds were 
infinitely worse than they were even in the preceding 
Congress. 

The record shows that despite the overwhelming odds 
against you—those in the House as well as in the Senate, 
Republicans primarily—you have built an outstanding 
record of innovation, farsightedness, restraint, and respon- 
sibility in the affairs of government. It is obvious to you 
that you are not to blame in any way whatsoever for the 
results of a recent survey which showed that only 9 percent 
of the American people have a great deal of confidence 
in the Congress as an institution, And I think that is a 


very, very bad situation in our country today. 

However, it is just as obvious where the blame does 
lie—with the two to one Democratic majority in the 
House as well as in the Senate. The record of that major. 
ity is a record of failure, it is a record of timidity—it js 
a record of failure. And I hope and trust that the Ameri- 
can people will repudiate that record and rectify the 
lopsided ratio on November 2, 1976. 

The American people should be very, very grateful for 
the solid and responsible Republican votes in the United 
States Congress in 1975 and 1976. And let me say from 
a very personal basis—without hesitation, qualification, 
or reservation—I am deeply grateful for the help and 
assistance that they have given me. But I say it is high 
time the Republicans have a majority in the Congress 
once again. And you have my solemn pledge, every one 
of you who are seeking reelection, that I will do my very, 
very best in any way I can to make sure that we get that 
majority in 1977. 

The Democratic Party has controlled the Congress 38 
out of 42 years. Either Ted or Guy said 40 out of 44, but 
in either case it is much too much. On issue after issue 
after issue Democratic Congresses have failed to meet the 
needs of the American people. They have frustrated, in 
my own case, my attempts and your attempts to meet 
those needs. 

Control, as we all know, carries with it responsibility 
and two-thirds control makes that responsibility inescap- 
able. They can’t avoid the fact with those kinds of major- 
ities that they have the responsibility to do what is in the 
best interests of the American people across the spectrum, 
either domestic or international. 

The legacy of 21 years of continuous Democratic con- 
trol in the Congress is found in the layer upon layer of 
Federal bureaucracy, it is found in the multiplicity of gov- 
ernment regulations, redtape, and those 5,200 forms that 
have to be filled out by our fellow citizens. It is found in 
the heavy burden of taxes imposed on the American peo- 
ple, all segments of our economic society. It is found in 
higher and higher and higher levels of Federal spending 
for more than 1,000 government programs. 

The American people should know that it is useless to 
look to the controlling elements of the Democratic Party 
for relief from big government. The Democratic Party is 
the cause of big government—the Republican Party is the 
cure. 

As I see it, if the American people want limits on Fed- 
eral Government—and they do, as I see it—they want a 
Republican majority in the Congress of the United States. 
If they are ready for an additional $10 billion tax cut, 
which I propose to start July 1 of this year but which the 
Democrats refuse to give, then they are ready for a Re 
publican majority in the United States Congress. If they 
are ready to support my budget proposal that cuts by 50 
percent the rate of growth in Federal spending while the 
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Democrats propose a budget which would be increased 
between $20 billion and $30 billion higher than the spend- 
ing that I recommended, then they are ready for a Re- 
publican majority in the United States Congress. 

I think most of you know that since August of 1974, I 
vetoed 46 bills in the past 19 months. Thanks to the strong 
and often courageous support of the Republican Senators 
and Members of the Congress and with the help from 
some discerning Democrats on the other side of the aisle, 
we were able to sustain 39 of those vetoes. And thanks to 
our going to the mat for fiscal integrity, those 39 sustained 
vetoes will have saved the American people a minimum of 
$13 billion. But, I add parenthetically and with some sad- 
ness, the seven vetoes that were overridden will cost the 
American taxpayers an extra $7 billion and, just to bring 
it right close to home, that averages out 32 extra tax dol- 
lars for every man, woman, and child in the United States. 

Now, if the American people want sound fiscal man- 
agement, they want a Republican majority in the United 
States Congress. If the American people want a balanced 
Federal budget in 3 years plus another additional tax 
reduction, they want a Republican Congress in 1977 and 
1978. 

Today, while America’s dependence on foreign energy 
supplies continues to grow, while we approach the point 
where we will import more than 50 percent of oil from 
foreign sources, the majority in this Congress are pursuing 
an energy policy of politics and delay. Their position on 
the energy crisis is to take the most politically palatable 
course and hope the problem will go away after election 
day. 

The American people should know that it is a Repub- 
lican administration that has proposed every one of these 
major energy initiatives—deregulation of natural gas, 
creation of an energy independence authority, the Nuclear 
Fuel Assistance Act, tax incentives for accelerated petro- 
leum exploration, and the budget proposals for increased 
energy research and development. If the American peo- 
ple want energy independence—and we must absolutely 
have it—we need a lot more Republicans in the United 
States Congress. 

I found that you do have to bite the bullet occasionally 
and sometimes you do it in programs or in areas where 
politics might dictate otherwise. But let me bring up cne 
subject that I think ought to be mentioned very specifi- 
cally, very categorically. Today while 32 million social 
security recipients wonder whether their Social Security 
Trust Fund will run out of money in the next few years, 
what are the Democrats in the Congress doing to main- 
tain the integrity of the Social Security Trust Fund? Just 
because it is an election year, will they face up to the grow- 
ing deficit in the social security fund while there is still 
time to take a very positive action and do it so that the 
fund will take in as much as it pays out? If the American 
people want to be sure there is a strong and solvent social 


security fund in the future, then they want a lot more 
Republicans in the United States Congress. 

And, finally, today while the American people seek con- 
tinued assurance that America’s defenses are second to 
none, while I have proposed the two largest peacetime de- 
fense budgets in the history of our country to bolster that 
assurance and to guarantee our security, some Democrats 
in the Congress seek to cut the defense budget by some $6 
billion. In fact, over the last 6 years anti-defense majorities 
of the Democratic Congresses have slashed national de- 
fense programs—expenditures, if you will—by a total of 
$32 billion, and let me say we are not going to let that 
happen in 1976. 

I am very encouraged by yesterday’s actions by the 
House and Senate Budget Committees in substantially ap- 
proving the defense requests that I had made—a total 
availability of funds of $112 billion-plus and some $100- 
plus billion in expenditures. And I compliment both the 
Republicans and the Democrats who hung in there and 
voted for a strong national security program. But the 
record shows that those votes were very, very close and 
we are a long way from final passage. If these early threats 
of major defense cuts are revived along the legislative way 
and Congress sends me a bill that fails to meet our essential 
national defense expenditures, I will veto that legislation 
without hesitation at all. 

The American people know that we have no choice but 
to match strength with strength; that we must maintain 
our capability to deter aggression, to keep the peace, and 
to protect our national security. If the American people 
truly want assurance that America’s defenses are unsur- 
passed, they want a lot more people like what we find 
here tonight in the United States Congress. 

In every single one of the issues that I have sought to 
mention tonight, and there are more that we could men- 
tion by name, the Democratic 94th Congress has demon- 
strated that it is out of step and out of touch with the Amer- 
ican people. Our task in this election year, and it is a very 
crucial one, is to make sure that a lot more Republicans, 
who are in step and in touch with the people in 50 States, 
are in office when the 95th Congress convenes on Janu- 
ary 3, 1977. I have promised repeatedly, and I promise 
you again tonight, that I will do everything I possibly can 
to win a Republican majority in the United States Con- 
gress, the House and the Senate, in 1976. 

Having served in the minority in the House of Repre- 
sentatives in the 25-plus years in every year except 2 and 
having had the honor to be the minority leader in 9 years 
or thereabouts, always in the minority, I can assure you 
that it is not easy. John Rhodes put it very succinctly: It 
is not only the speakership, it is not only the power to con- 
trol the programming, it is the power of every committee 
chairman, and people in this room that I have known a 
great many years know the power of a committee chair- 
man. And if we are going to get the kind of consideration 
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for legislation that is needed and necessary for this coun- 
try, both at home as well as abroad, we need that kind of 
leadership in every one of the 20-plus committees in the 
House and the 15 or so in the United States Senate. 

And so, I am willing to dedicate my time to the maxi- 
mum to help in recruiting candidates, to raise money for 
them, to help elect them. And it was almost exactly 2 years 
ago tonight I made a speech as Vice President to the Mid- 
west Republican Leadership Conference in Chicago. I said 
at that time, and I say with emphasis this evening, that the 
Presidency alone cannot ensure the success of our cause 
if we do not win sufficient party support in the Congress 
for our programs or our policies. Furthermore, that sup- 
port cannot be fully ensured without strong Republican in- 
volvement and representation from the grass roots up, from 
the country courthouses to the city halls and to the State 
legislatures. 

I said 2 years ago, and I reiterate again with emphasis, 
that every Presidential candidate of the Republican Party 
should pledge to work within and for the benefit of the 
Republican Party, to campaign not only for himself or 
herself but for the whole Republican ticket from top to 
bottom, and I pledge that to you again here tonight. I 
said then and I repeat now that I will never do or say any- 
thing to weaken or divide this Grand Old Party which all 
of us love so much and all of us believe has the right politi- 
cal philosophy. 

I have always campaigned for the unity of our party, 
recognizing that conscientious men and women could dif- 
fer on particulars without forsaking the basic Republican 
philosophies to which they are committed. For the 36 
years since I first took an active part in Republican politics, 
that has been my philosophy and it has been my practice, 
and I will not abandon it in 1976. 

Quite a few of you, I am sure, know that I have 
campaigned many, many times in all of the 50 States on 
behalf of candidates for the Congress and other offices that 
we all felt were significant. And I am proud of the fact 
that I have met so many wonderful people in each of these 
50 States, whether we won or lost. 

As Guy has told me, in last year alone I sent a letter out 
that he had to raise some $2 million-plus for the Congres- 
sional Campaign Committee. I know it will be well spent 
and it will produce results. As Ted indicated tonight, I feel 
strongly that this same kind of a letter ought to go maybe 
to some of you, and I hope you will respond, for the Mem- 
bers of the United States Senate who are going to be can- 
didates this year. Last year, because I think it is vital that 
we get our State party organizations and local party orga- 
nizations strengthened, I traveled to some 23 States and 
raised approximately $6 million for the National Com- 
mittee and our State organizations. This is the way we 
have to build, from the grass roots up, a party organiza- 
tion so that we can actually execute our philosophy which 
we all believe in so very deeply. 


I must say that as I have talked to many of the people 


like Guy and Ted and others, I don’t think we seek to elect 
Republicans simply for the sake of our party’s pride. More 
importantly, as I have seen it over the years I have partic- 
ipated, we seek victory to secure our country’s future. 

Franklin D. Roosevelt once said, ‘““The future lies with 
those wise political leaders who realize that the great pub- 
lic is interested more in government than in politics.” That 
lesson has apparently been forgotten by too many of to- 
day’s Democrats. In the last 15 months, far, far too many 
Democrats in this Congress have steadfastly refused to bite 
the bullet or to make the tough decisions on major issues 
facing our country today. The American people, as I 
travel around, are seriously concerned with these basic 
issues and they have every right to expect that Congress 
should deal with them very seriously and very effectively 
because they are of deep concern to them. 

Expediency and complacency cannot really reflect the 
American mood in 1976. Our situation today demands a 
new birth of the creative spirit, the courage, the sacrifice, 
and the determination with which other generations have 
met their challenges in America. That example should be 
set rightly by those of us in public life. 

I am proud that the Republicans in the House and 
Senate have accepted this responsibility and set this exam- 
ple so forcefully during the 94th Congress. I am, too, 
proud of the record of peace and rising prosperity which 
this Republican administration is presenting to the Amer- 
ican people in 1976. A Republican majority in the Con- 
gress, working with me, would make progress for America 
so much easier and so much more certain in the years 
ahead. 

It is not only our duty but our great opportunity to 
work together this year, 1976, our Bicentennial Year, for 
a common victory—a victory for the principles, for the 
programs that unite us as Republicans philosophically. 

So, I close with this comment. Let us work together and 
then walk together for the great American people, some 
215 million of them, in the path of peace, on the road to 
prosperity, and on the way to victory in 1976. 

Thank you very much. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 10:22 p.m. at the Washington Hilton 
Hotel. 


Exemption From Mandatory 
Retirement 


Executive Order 11909. Dated March 31, 1976. 
Released April 1, 1976 


EXEMPTION OF WALTER C. SAUER FRoM 
MANDATORY RETIREMENT 


Walter C. Sauer, First Vice President and Vice Chair- 
man, Export-Import Bank of the United States, became 
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subject to mandatory retirement for age as of March 31, 
1975, under the provisions of Section 8335 of Title 5 of 
the United States Code unless exempted by Executive 
order. Mr. Sauer was exempted from mandatory retire- 
ment until March 31, 1976, by Executive Order No. 
11847 of March 28, 1975. 

In my judgment, the public interest requires that 
Walter C. Sauer continue to be exempted from such man- 
datory retirement. 

Now, THEREFORE, by virtue of the authority vested 
in me by subsection (c) of Section 8335 of Title 5 of the 
United States Code, I hereby exempt Walter C. Sauer 
from mandatory retirement until March 31, 1977. 


GERALD R. Forp 
The White House, 
March 31, 1976. 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 10:33 a.m., 
April 1, 1976] 


Swine Flu Inoculations 


The President’s Memorandum for the Heads of 
Departments and Agencies. Dated March 31, 
1976. Released April 1, 1976 


Last week I announced plans for a national immuniza- 
tion program to inoculate Americans against a swine-type 
influenza virus. Because of the serious nature of this 
virus, it is my hope that every man, woman, and child in 
the country can be inoculated before the end of this calen- 
dar year. 

Since there are no precedents for an endeavor of this 
magnitude, I am issuing this directive to assure comple- 
tion of the task in an appropriate, orderly, and timely 
manner. The Secretary of Health, Education and Wel- 
fare, David Mathews, will take the lead in this effort, but 
it is essential that all federal department and agency heads 
give him their full cooperation in carrying out this pro- 


I have asked the Congress for a supplemental appro- 
priation of $135 million for this program. The Public 
Health Service, under the direction of HEW Assistant 
Secretary for Health, Dr. Theodore Cooper, will proceed 
with the planning and implementation efforts to make 
the vaccine available to all Americans. This activity will 
be carried out in close coordination with the Center for 
Disease Control, the Bureau of Biologics of the Food and 
Drug Administration, and the National Institutes of 
Health. 

These efforts will include utilization of State and local 
health agencies in conducting immunization programs, 
and as distribution centers for vaccine. It will be neces- 
sary to have the full cooperation and participation of the 


private sector, as well as government, to assure the im- 
munization of the total population in the brief time avail- 
able. In particular, we will need to mobilize the vast re- 
sources of private sector health professionals and facilities. 


National Influenza Immunization Plan Objectives 


—tThe vaccine must be tested in field trials for efficacy 
and effectiveness, and 215 million doses produced to 
immunize the entire population. 

—The nation’s health professionals must be encour- 
aged to fully support this effort to increase the effec- 
tiveness of the immunization program. 

—The public must be made aware of the importance 
of inoculation against this type of influenza virus 
through a nationwide citizen awareness program. 

—The vaccine, along with sufficient medical supplies 
and equipment, must be distributed through the 
State agencies. Every opportunity for inoculation 
must be maximized including mass immunization 
and the utilization of delivery points already in place, 
such as physicians’ offices, health department clinics, 
community health centers, and public facilities. 

—Epidemiologic and laboratory surveillance will be 
maintained to evaluate the effectiveness of this effort 
and to determine disease trends and outbreaks so that 
any necessary additional immunization and health 
efforts may be directed toward epidemic control. 

Initial efforts are now underway by the Public Health 
Service. 

Our goal is to ensure that the flu vaccine is available 
at public health facilities, hospitals, schools, and physi- 
cians’ offices throughout the country and that a maximum 
number of Americans avail themselves of it. Clearly we 
have the scientific and medical resources to undertake this 
action. We will only succeed, however, by effectively mo- 
bilizing all units of government, including Federal, State, 
and local officials, the medical profession, hospitals, clinics, 
and the manufacturers of the vaccine. 

Because the health of our nation is at stake, I intend to 
give this matter my direct and continuous attention, and 
I am asking each of you to make a similar commitment 
within your own organization. 

GERALD R. Forp 


President’s Foreign Intelligence 
Advisory Board 


Exchange of Remarks Between the President and 
Leo Cherne, Chairman, at the Swearing-In Ceremony 
for Members of the Board. April 1, 1976 


THE PrEsweENT. Let me first welcome the new members 
of my Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board and all of the 
other guests who are here, including Justice Powell. 
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The new members, of course, are joining a very dis- 
tinguished institution established by President Eisenhower 
some 20 years ago. It has served every President since that 
time in providing advice essential to our national security. 

I recently announced, as all of you know, the first major 
change in our foreign intelligence community since the 
end of World War II. My actions were designed spe- 
cifically to strengthen our foreign intelligence agencies to 
be certain that America has the information it requires 
both in peacetime as well as in war. 

I also announced very specific reforms that ensure indi- 
vidual rights of American citizens to make certain that 
they are fully protected. My decision to enlarge this Ad- 
visory Board demonstrates our full intention and deter- 
mination to achieve the best possible foreign intelligence. 

This panel of very distinguished American citizens acts 
as a bridge between a basic strength of America, the 
genius and innovation found in our private sector, and the 
Government’s responsibility to maintain effective foreign 
intelligence. Such capacities are absolutely vital to our 
national security and to our foreign policy. 

The strength of America has never been found in gov- 
ernment alone; it is the support of American citizens who 
contribute to the government as a whole. I look to all of 
you, and it is a very distinguished group under the leader- 
ship of Leo Cherne, to provide me with very candid, very 
frank, and very wise advice as to the quality of our foreign 
intelligence effort. Your diverse backgrounds and individ- 
ual records over a long period of time will make this Board 
an exceptional asset in efforts to strengthen our foreign 
intelligence. 

I am confident that you, individually as well as collec- 
tively, will serve America with great distinction. And I 
will meet with the Board immediately after the swearing 
in by Justice Powell. And I ask you, if you would please, 
Mr. Justice, to swear in this distinguished group. 

[At this point, Lewis F. Powell, Jr., Associate Justice of the Supreme 
Court, administered the oath of office.] 

THe Preswent. Thank you very, very much, Mr. 
Justice. I appreciate it. 

Justice Powe tt. It is my privilege. I am very inter- 
ested in the work of this Board. I think it is a very dis- 
tinguished Board, quite obviously. 

Tue Preswent. Thank you very much. 

Leo, do you want to say anything, or do you just want 
to come in and—— 

Mr. Cuerne. Let me just add very briefly, what an 
extraordinary privilege it is for me to serve as Chairman 
of this Board. But the particular privilege includes not 
only the opportunity to serve the President, but to have a 
group associated with this effort as distinguished, as varied 
in its extraordinary capabilities as are represented on this 
Board. 


Mr. President, we will, with every resource available 
to our minds, give you the very best of judgment we are 
capable of. 

Thank you. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 11:07 a.m. in the Rose Garden at 
the White House. 

For the announcement of the appointment of 17 members to the 
Board and the designation of Leo Cherne as Chairman, see page 376 
of the March 15, 1976 issue of the Weekly Compilation of Presi. 
dential Documents (vol. 12, no. 11). 


Presidential Medal of Freedom for 
Arthur Rubinstein 


The President’s Remarks Upon Presenting the Medal 
to Mr. Rubinstein in a Ceremony at the White House, 
With Mr. Rubinstein’s Response. April 1, 1976 


Tue Present: Mr. and Mrs. Rubinstein, distinguished 
members of the Cabinet, guests: 

Let me welcome each and every one of you to the White 
House this afternoon. Many of you, as I look around the 
room, have been here from time to time over the years, 
and as long as Betty and I are here I hope that you will 
regard the White House as a home away from home. 

As most of you know, the Medal of Freedom is the 
highest civilian honor that is within the power of the Presi- 
dent of the United States to bestow. I feel very deeply 
privileged on this occasion to act on behalf of all Amer- 
cans in presenting that medal to one of the giants of our 
time. 

The legend of Arthur Rubinstein has been built upon 
many, many pillars. Critics have acclaimed him the great- 
est master of the piano living today, a musician as 
thoroughly familiar with Chopin and Beethoven as with 
the interpretations of more modern Spanish and 
Impressionist pieces. 

It is difficult for many of us to believe that Arthur 
Rubinstein made his New York debut in Carnegie Hall 
some 70 years ago. He was a young man and by his own 
account he was not yet the artist that he knew he could be, 
but in the years that have passed then, through his ex- 
traordinary dedication and through the support of his love- 
ly wife and family, who are here with us today, he has 
turned his vision and his interpretations into an uncom- 
promising standard of musical excellence. 

Yet, to millions of fans across the globe, Arthur Rubin- 
stein has given something more than the joy of music—he 
has also given the joy of life itself. 

“T love life unconditionally,” he has said, and he has 
communicated that sheer delight to generation after gen- 
eration. It was his late and very fine friend, Sol Hurok, 
who wrote, after first hearing Mr. Rubinstein in 1921, 
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“The power of his personality and the sense of grandeur 
and poetry that enveloped his playing filled me with al- 
most unbearable excitement.” 

The multitudes who have packed concert halls in 
Europe, in the Soviet Union, and Latin America, and in 
the United States—they, too, have felt that unbearable 
excitement from this man. 

Here in the United States we feel a very special bond 
with Arthur Rubinstein because in 1946, some 30 years 
ago, he chose to make America his home. Arthur Rubin- 
stein has been decorated and celebrated in almost every 
land, but it is said that above all else he values the docu- 
ment that made him an American. 

I know that many of you here today have long looked 
forward to this moment, and I feel proud that on this 
200th Anniversary of our Nation, I have the great priv- 
ilege to present this medal to one of our greatest national 
treasures, Mr. Arthur Rubinstein. 

And now, Mr. Rubinstein, if you will please step for- 
ward, I will read the citation and will present to you the 
Medal of Freedom. 


[At this point, the President read the citation, the text of which 
follows:] 


Tue PRESENT OF THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Awarps THIS 
PRESIDENTIAL MEDAL OF FREEDOM 


Wira DistIncTION 
TO 


ArtHuR RUBINSTEIN 


Musician, gentleman, and bon vivant, Arthur Rubinstein has shared 
his singular and deeply personal mastery of the piano throughout 
the world. For over seven decades, his ceaseless vitality, his luminous 
spirit and his profound depth of mind have brought a fresh sparkle 
to the lives of people everywhere. His audiences love him; his 
colleagues and friends revere him; and his country, the United States 
of America, is proud to proclaim him as a giant among artists and 
men. 


Mr. Rusinsten. Mr. President, ladies and gentlemen: 

I blush orally, because my old age does not bring the 
blood to my face, for all the things you said. [Laughter] 
I was touched very deeply. I never had anything like it, 
and I feel very proud of those words. In my own mind it 
is not deserved, but it is good to feel that the President of 
the United States thinks in that way about me. 

My love affair with the United States is a very long 
one—it started in 1906, as you mentioned. I arrived here 
to this country which was not quite musically ripe. 
[Laughter] And I was far from being ready for my pro- 
fession. I was still playing the piano as a young student, 
but they received me very kindly. We both faked our lack 
of maturity, and so we got along very well together. 

The next time I came to the United States was right 
after the First World War, the time of the gay twenties— 
the great joy of our victory and prohibition where one 


drunk much more than ever before. [Laughter] And 
instead of being very much concerned about music, I was 
a happy bachelor, also very happy about the result of 
the war. So I didn’t play much, but I was a playboy any- 
how. [Laughter] 

It was then I married. I was then a ripe man of 40 
with a career which was pretty nice, pretty good. I had 
many countries who listened to my playing with pleasure, 
but the United States was still elusive; I was afraid of 
it. I felt that maybe it was not my time, and I owed it 
really to my wife to give me the courage to come back. 

We came back here, and now I must tell you, Mr. 
President, this country has saved the life of my family 
and of my own because somehow by providential miracle 
my success started right before the Second World War 
came on. 

We lived in Paris peacefully—lI traveled for my con- 
certs—and I would have stayed there, but in ’38 Mr. 
Hurok thought it was the time for me to come again to 
the United States—and he was right, it was the right 
time. And I had instantaneous success this time and a 
reengagement for the next year which meant in ’39. 

Due to the war I brought my family with me and my 
children, my wife and my children, and never left the 
country since. And this country began to spoil me, to love 
me, to give me such long, long, long years of affection, 
of friendship. I cannot express it in words, really. I feel 
here millions of people who are my friends. I always call 
them my best friends in the world, yes. 

Well, my feelings toward the United States is of great 
gratitude and just a continuation of a long, beautiful love 
affair. Thank you, Mr. President, for giving me the best 
sign of anything I could get in this country, because I 
think that my friends, which are those millions of Amer- 
icans, will be very glad to hear that I got this high honor 
and this historic luncheon given by our President of the 
United States. 

I would like to applaud our President. 


NOTE: The President spoke at 12:25 p.m. in the East Room. Fol- 
lowing the ceremony, a reception was held in the State Dining 
Room after which Mr. Rubinstein and his family had a private 
lunch with the President and Mrs. Ford. 


Advisory Committee for Trade 
Negotiations 


Announcement of Appointment of Two Members. 
April 1, 1976 


The President today announced the appointment of 
two persons as members of the Advisory Committee for 
Trade Negotiations for terms of 2 years. They are: 
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Norsorne Berxeey, Jr., of Princeton, N.J., president of the 
Chemical Bank of New York City. 

Wituram D. Knox, of Fort Atkinson, Wis., editor, general man- 
ager, and publisher of W. D. Hoard and Sons Co. 


The Committee is composed of not more than 45 indi- 
viduals and includes representatives of government, labor, 
industry, agriculture, small business, service industries, 
retailers, consumer interests, and the general public. 

The Advisory Committee shall issue a report to the 
Congress as soon as is practical after the end of the period 
which ends 5 years after the date of enactment of Public 
Law 93-618. 


National Rural Health Week, 1976 
Proclamation 4425. April 2, 1976 


By the President of the United States of America 
a Proclamation 

There is a serious and growing disparity between the 
health of the 56 million Americans who live in rural 
America and that of the general population. Physician 
and dentist shortages are more acute in rural America, 
emergency medical services are less available, occupa- 
tional injury and accident rates are far higher and com- 
prehensive health and public health services are less 
available. 

For far too long rural health problems have been 
ignored. Rural health care was lost sight of in the general 
breakdown of all rural services resulting from the great 
migration of our population from farm to city during the 
first half of this century. In the last decade this migration 
came to a halt and to some extent was reversed. From 
1970-1973, the growth rate for rural areas actually ex- 
ceeded the growth rate for metropolitan areas, thus com- 
pounding the problem. 

The Secretary of Health, Education, and Welfare has 
designated 1,400 counties and regions as critical health 
manpower shortage areas where there are too few doctors, 
dentists, nurses and other health professionals to properly 
serve the population. Most of these are in rural areas. 

Let me affirm, in our Nation’s Bicentennial year— 
which celebrates to such a great extent the positive values 
of our rural heritage—that we shall make a major com- 
mitment to the improvement of health care in our rural 
communities. 

I call upon all our people, rural and urban alike, to 
support the goal of improving the quality of rural life 
through better health. 

Now, THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. Forp, President of the 
United States of America, to draw attention to these facts 
and to encourage solutions to the health problems of rural 
America, do hereby designate the week beginning April 4, 
1976, as National Rural Health Week. 


In Witness WHeEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand 
this second day of April, in the year of our Lord nineteen 
hundred and seventy-six, and of the Independence of the 
United States of America the two hundredth. 

GeraLp R. Forp 


[Filed with the Office of the Federal Register, 11:35 am, 
April 2, 1976] 


Disaster Assistance for Oklahoma 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following Severe 
Storms and Tornadoes. April 2, 1976 


The President has declared a major disaster for the 
State of Oklahoma as a result of severe storms and tor- 
nadoes beginning on March 26, which caused extensive 
public, private, and agricultural damage. The President's 
action will permit the use of Federal funds in relief and 
recovery efforts in designated areas of the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 
jobs as a result of the severe storms and tornadoes, debris 
removal, and the repair or restoration of damaged or 
destroyed streets, roads, bridges, and public facilities and 
utilities. Low-interest-rate disaster loans will be made 
available by the Small Business Administration, and emer- 
gency loan assistance will be made available by the Farn- 
ers Home Administration. 

Federal relief activities in Oklahoma will be coordi- 
nated by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, 
Department of Housing and Urban Development, under 
the direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. 
Dunne will designate the specific areas within the State 
eligible for Federal assistance, based upon Federal and 
State damage assessments. 

Mr. Joe D. Winkle, Regional Director of the Federal 
Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region VI, wil 
be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to work 
with the State in providing Federal disaster assistance 
under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


Disaster Assistance for Mississippi 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following Severe 
Storms, Tornadoes, and Flooding. April 2, 1976 


The President has declared a major disaster for the 
State of Mississippi as a result of severe storms, tornadoes, 
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and flooding beginning on March 26, 1976, which caused 
extensive public and private property damage. The Presi- 
dent’s action will permit the use of Federal funds in relief 
and recovery efforts in designated areas of the State. 

Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 

as a result of the storms and tornadoes, debris 
removal, and the repair or restoration of damaged or 
destroyed streets, roads, bridges, and public facilities and 
utilities. Low-interest-rate disaster loans will be made 
available by the Small Business Administration, and 
emergency loan assistance will be made available by the 
Farmers Home Administration. 

Federal relief activities in Mississippi will be coordi- 
nated by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, 
Department of Housing and Urban Development, under 
the direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. 
Dunne will designate the specific areas within the State 
eligible for Federal assistance, based upon Federal and 
State damage assessments. 

Mr. Thomas P. Credle, Regional Director of the Fed- 
eral Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region IV, 
will be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to 
work with the State in providing Federal disaster assist- 
ance under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


Disaster Assistance for Arkansas 


Announcement of Disaster Declaration and 
Authorization of Federal Assistance Following 
Tornadoes. April 2, 1976 


The President has declared a major disaster for the 
State of Arkansas as a result of tornadoes beginning about 
March 26, 1976, which caused extensive public and pri- 
vate property damage. The President’s action will permit 
the use of Federal funds in relief and recovery efforts in 
designated areas of the State. 


Federal assistance from the President’s Disaster Relief 
Fund will consist primarily of temporary housing, disaster 
unemployment assistance payments to those who lost their 
jobs as a result of the tornadoes, debris removal, and the 
repair or restoration of damaged or destroyed streets, 
roads, bridges, and public facilities and utilities. Low- 
interest-rate disaster loans will be made available by the 
Small Business Administration, and emergency loan assist- 
ance will be made available by the Farmers Home 
Administration. 

Federal relief activities in Arkansas will be coordinated 
by the Federal Disaster Assistance Administration, De- 


partment of Housing and Urban Development, under the 
direction of Administrator Thomas P. Dunne. Mr. Dunne 
will designate the specific areas within the State eligible for 
Federal assistance, based upon Federal and State damage 
assessments. 

Mr. Joe D. Winkle, Regional Director of the Federal 
Disaster Assistance Administration, HUD Region VI, will 
be designated as the Federal Coordinating Officer to work 
with the State in providing Federal disaster assistance 
under the Disaster Relief Act of 1974, Public Law 
93-288. 


Digest of Other 
White House Announcements 


Following is a listing of items of general interest which 
were announced to the press during the period covered 
by this issue but which are not carried elsewhere in the 
issue. Appointments requiring Senate approval are not 
included since they appear in the list of nominations 
submitted to the Senate, below. 


March 29 


The President met at the White House with Repre- 
sentative George H. Mahon and House conferees on the 
foreign assistance bill. 

The President has accepted the following resignations: 
Rosert S. INcERsott as Deputy Secretary of State, effective 

March 31, 1976; and 
Epwarp B. Persons as United States Representative on the Gov- 


erning Body of the International Labor Office, effective 
March 15, 1976. 


Hushang Ansary, Minister of Finance and Economy of 
Iran, met with the President. 


March 30 


The President today announced the establishment of a 
Federal Executive Board in Houston, Tex. 


March 31 


The President today announced the reappointment of 
Frank Stanton, of New York, N.Y., as a Governor of the 
Board of Governors of the American National Red Cross. 
Dr. Stanton has been serving as Chairman of the Board 
since his appointment on April 1, 1973. 

The President met at the White House with a biparti- 
san group of Senators and Congressmen from Western 
States to discuss grazing fees on public lands. 

The White House Press Office made available a prog- 
ress report on the negotiations underway in Moscow on 
an agreement between the United States and the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics governing the conduct of 
underground nuclear explosions for peaceful purposes. 
The negotiation of the agreement is called for by Article 
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III of the Threshold Test Ban Treaty, signed on July 3, 
1974. 

The President and Mrs. Ford attended a reception 
given for them by King Hussein I, of Jordan, at Ander- 
son House. 

April 1 

The President met at the White House with Republi- 
can Members of the House Budget Committee to discuss 
the fiscal year 1977 budget. 

The President has accepted the resignation of Vernon 
C. Loen as Deputy Assistant to the President, effective 
upon a date to be determined. 


The President attended the first meeting of the Agricul. 
tural Policy Committee in the Cabinet Room at the White 
House. 

The President hosted a reception for members of the 
Advertising Council, Inc. 


April 2 
The President has accepted the following resignations: 


A. A. Sommer, Jr., as a member of the Securities and Exchange 
Commission, effective April 2, 1976; and 

James T. CiarKeE as an Assistant Secretary of the Interior (Man- 
agement), effective April 1, 1976. 





printed next week. 





Editors Note 
Note Concerning the Closing Time of This Issue 


The President left Washington Friday morning, April 2, 
for a trip to Wisconsin. Releases issued on the trip will be 
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ACTS APPROVED 
BY THE PRESIDENT 


Approved March 25, 1976 

ELR. 4034 Public Law 94-246 
An act to designate the Veterans’ Admin- 
istration hospital in Loma Linda, Cali- 
fornia, as the “Jerry L. Pettis Memorial 
Veterans’ Hospital”, and for other purposes. 

ER. 11066............... Public Law 94-249 
An act to rescind certain budget authority 
recommended in the message of the Presi- 
dent of January 23, 1976 (H. Doc. 94-342), 
transmitted pursuant to the Impound- 
ment Control Act of 1974. 

ae Public Law 94-247 
An act to amend the Agricultural Adjust- 
ment Act of 1938 with respect to peanuts. 

8J. Res. 184..-.--------- Public Law 94-248 
Joint resolution to amend the Regional 
Rail Reorganization Act of 1973, as 
amended. 


Approved March 29, 1976 


HR. 9670...------------- Public Law 94-261 
An act to authorize the sale and ship- 
ment incident to such sale of the chemi- 
cal substance carbonyl chloride by the 
Department of Defense. 


aS Public Law 94-250 
An act for the relief of Southeastern Uni- 
versity of the District of Columbia. 


Approved March 30, 1976 


HJ. Res. 801....-....-.. Public Law 94-252 
Joint resolution making supplemental rail- 
road appropriations for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1976, the period ending Sep- 
tember 30, 1976, the fiscal year ending Sep- 
tember 30, 1978, and the fiscal year end- 
ing September 30, 1979, and for other pur- 
poses. 





ACTS APPROVED BY 
THE PRESIDENT—Continued 


Approved March 31, 1976 

HJ. Res. 867.....------ Public Law 94-254 
Joint resolution making further continuing 
appropriations for the fiscal year 1976, and 
the period ending September 30, 1976, and 
for other purposes. 

pt Se Public Law 94-253 
An act to provide tax treatment for ex- 
changes under the final system plan for 
ConRail. 


Approved April 1, 1976 

WE SE im dcinwaveswanen Public Law 94-257 
An act to provide for the striking of medals 
in commemoration of the two hundredth 
anniversary of the signing of the Declara- 


tion of Independence by Charles Carroll of 
Carrollton. 


SK SN atin dite dawsizi Public Law 94-256 
An act to revise the per diem allowance 
authorized for members of the American 
Battle Monuments Commission when in a 
travel status. 


pe ee Public Law 94-255 
An act to amend section 2 of the Act of 
June 30, 1954, providing for the continu- 
ance of civil government for the Trust Ter- 
ritory of the Pacific Islands, and for other 
purposes. 





CHECKLIST OF WHITE HOUSE 
PRESS RELEASES 


The following releases of the Office of the 
White House Press Secretary, distributed 
during the period covered by this issue, are 
not included in the issue. 


Released March 27, 1976 


Advance text: remarks to the Republican 
State Central Committee luncheon at the 
Fresno Convention Center in Fresno, Calif. 


Released March 31, 1976 


Pact sheet: on the Task Force on Question- 
able Corporate Payments Abroad 
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NOMINATIONS SUBMITTED 
TO THE SENATE 


The following list does not include pro- 
motions of members of the Uniformed Serv- 
ices, nominations to the Service Academies, 
or nominations of Foreign Service officers. 


Submitted March 29, 1976 


The following-named persons to be members 
of the United States Advisory Commission 
on International Educational and Cultural 
Affairs for terms expiring May 11, 1978: 

DorTcH OLDHAM, of Tennessee, vice Law- 
rence Y. Goldberg, term expired. 

Beryt B. Mrusurn, of Texas, vice David 
R. Derge, term expired. 


Submitted March 30, 1976 


Morey L. Sear, of Louisiana, to be United 
States District Judge for the Eastern Dis- 
trict of Louisiana, vice James A. Comiskey, 
resigned. 

The following-named persons to be members 
of the Federal Farm Credit Board, Farm 
Credit Administration, for terms expiring 
March 31, 1982: 

M. R. BraDieyr, of Indiana, vice Kenneth 
N. Probasco, term expiring. 

Wrt1aMm Dae Nrx, Sr., of Texas, vice 
E. G. Schuhart II, term expiring. 


Submitted March 31, 1976 


THomMas R. ByRnz, of Pennsylvania, a Foreign 
Service officer of Class one, to be Ambassa- 
dor Extraordinary and Plenipotentiary of 
the United States of America to the Czech- 
oslovak Socialist Republic. 


Submitted April 1, 1976 

CuHaRLEs W. Rosinson, of California, to be 
Deputy Secretary of State. 

Wim B. Porr, of Virginia, to be United 
States District Judge for the Western Dis- 
trict of Virginia, vice Ted Dalton, retiring. 








Cumulative Index to Prior Issues 


First Quarter 


NOTE: The final index to documents appearing in issues 
nos. 1-13 of this volume is being printed separately and 
distributed with this issue. 

The second quarter index will begin with next week’s 
issue and will be printed at the back of the issue as has 
been customary. 
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